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INTRODUCTION 


1981 was the summer of what the media and authorities called 
”The Riots” - street disturbances - the cause of which was 
attributed variously to unemployment, inner-city decay, racial 
tension, police provocation or wicked leftist plots, 

Nottingham, like other major cities, suffered such disturbances: 
in this case during the weekend July loth - 12th. This report 
does not set out to debate or establish causes, although an Ad- 
Hoc Committee established bythe Nottingham Trades Council is 
doing so. 


Our report arose because of disturbing accounts of injuries and 
denial of civil liberties occuring here*in Nottingham in relation 
to the street disturbances. In particular a member of the National 
Council for Civil Liberties (NCCL) was one of the 100 arrested 
>dis experience at the hands of the Police and the Magistrates 
Ceurts led him to complain t# the Chairperson of the Police Com¬ 
mittee and the Chief Constable. He asked for an investigation 

^ the cenditiens ef the Cells in 

which defendants were kept and the manner in which the Magistrates 
Courts of July 13 th - 17 th dealt with those brought before them. 


Accordingly, we set out to find evidence about the major areas 
of concern: 


- the first covers complaints about arrests, including 
failure to caution or inform people of their rights; 
complaints about injuries to those arrested; about 
conditions in the cells where defendants were held 
between arrest and 'appearance in court and about the 
searches made by the police of peoples homes. These 
complaints came mainly from those who had been arrested 
or their families. 

- the other complaints about courts concerned injustices 
arising from the way the Courts were run and the harsh¬ 
ness of the sentence imposed on the defendants. 

The Source. 


These complaints came from not only defendants and their families 
but also from Duty Solicitors attending the Courts during the 
week 13th - 17th July I 98 I, and the Law Society. 


It is to the credit of the Local Authority that the letters of 
complaint from the NCCL. member to the Police Committee, led to - 


a. A request from the Chief Executive Officer for a‘report 
from the Duty Solicitors operating in the Magistrates 
Courts on Monday 13 th July, about the conduct of those 
Courts* (Appendix..!),. 


b. An extensive Police Enquiry, conducted by Superintendent 
Hudson of the Humberside Police, under Section Ll 9 of the 
1961*. Police Act. 
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This report therefore draws upon; the statements we collected 
from 18 of those arrested; Ip who ware sub ject . to. their homes 
being searched; 2 whp^complained' of; harrassrieht by the Police* 

Our selection was based upon 2ij. names and addresses taken from 
the Nottingham Evening Post and in response to our request for 
information. 

We cannot unfortunately compare our findings with those of the 
Humberside Police because their report only goes to the Chief 
Constable and the Police Complaints- Board. 

What we have been anxious to do in compiling this report is to 
keep it from being over-lengthy and therefore much of our support¬ 
ing- evidence, wi.li be found in" the Appendix. In' order to protect 
the confidence of those who made statements no names are given. 

We hope our recommendations will not only be acted upon by those 
in Authority but focus the attention of the people of. Nottingham 
on the denials of Civil Liberties that have oocured and, on the 
steps that must 1 be taken to prevent any recurraiice of such injus¬ 
tices again. ' ' 

The Coifffext- of the'bibbs '*. * * ? ♦. ..vw. * 

' isewr.! . ■■.'■I * * • • + 

The-''Notting-ham *R£b#s^V as they -Weire ^constantly referred frod>y 
• • toiJk' j*L'£oe bve** ijgi# «wetekeiia 

-or Friday TOth''VTuly*Ta*-Buhday 'I'Zth* July" 1981'.'/' V-' ' " 

The major battle'be’tweW‘"tlie Police and the ^rioters» took place 
in and around the area of Hyson Green Flats complex between 11-30pm 
on the Friday and 3-30am on the Saturday. However, preliminary 
gathering of youths-in the Clifton area occurred, apparently 
reacting -to- the -rUmour- that youths from the Meadows area'were 
comming into the Clift oh "area that evening. When they did not 
arrive the Clifton youths moved into the Hyson Green area together 
with youths*' 1 from many areas of the City which resulted in them 
all joining together against the--Police. Petrol-bombs 1 -and bricks 
were thrown and a large number of arrests' were madeV T ~ The following 
night (Saturday) there were further outbreaks along Alfreton Road 
and in the City Centre and a gang of 20-30 youths ran through the 
Beeston Town Centre Shopping Precinct. 

As a result of these outbreaks the Police arrested just over 100 
people - youths, mainly between 16 to 2 $ years of age - 90 of 
whom came before the "Special Courts" between Monday 13th to 
Friday 17th July. (Appendix 2) 

It’is difficult to assess- the degree, to which these outbreaks were 
* organised» *A Chief Super intendant from Nottingham speaking at 
Ills Associations Annual Meeting was said by the Nottingham Evening 
•Post of the 25th Spetember, to have spelt out in general terms the 
"tkctics the Police employed. The Post also claimed that the cost of 
policing the riots came to £379,000. Apparently police kept an eye 
on trouble makers by deploying men equiped witn powerful nignt 
binocular's on the roof of high-rise flats and monitored Citizens 
Band Radio wavelengths -"thought by the police to be the 1 main medium 
of communication between some of those involved in the disorder". 
(Evening; -Boat, 2E*9^^30.vc>.-Whai^4a>. N .aL<aaij--.is. that, there. .was. a good 
deal--bi. tension- evident, during • that- weekend amr-theiiniti^.publics 
reaction according to the Evening Post was one of outrage and disgust 
against the activities of the ^rioters* with a good deal of sym-' 
pathy for the Police. . 
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In tills miusual and tense situation the Cheif Clerk to the 
Magistrates responded to Police information that "a large 
number oi extra cases would be presented” (Letter from the 
Clerx to the NCCL, 25th September I 9 RI ) by arranging for 
"additional courts", a request from NCCL to tne Clerk to the 
Justices asking for information about the way in which the 
1 Special Courts 1 were set up and dealt with defendants produced 
a statement from him claiming that they were only Special 1 in 
the sense that they were additional courts arranged by his staff 
because of the large number of extra cases. In view of the fact 
that all normal procedures were altered in these courts during 
the week, they were, by definition "Special" and not simply 
additional, (see appendix 3) 

We feel that the matter of concern dealt with in this report- 
(both affecting Police behaviour anu the workings of the court) 
can be partially explained in terms of the strong sense that 
both the Police and Courts seemed to have had about the importance 
of, being seen to be 1 tough* on rioters in order to give an 
example to others. This is illustrated in the comments made by 
Inspecter of Police at the begining of the proceedings in 
the first of the riot courts where he stated that " no one would 
control the streets of Nottingham except the Police and that the 
weekend was one of the blackest in the history of the City". 

(Law Society Report page 2, para. 8). 

Given that only one person was charged with "incitement to riot" 
the reaction of the Authorities would seem to have been exagorated. 
The.consequences, - severe doubts about the fairness of the 
Magistrates Courts, and the concerns about both Police and Courts 
expressed by the parents of those accused who were interviewed - 
must be seen as grave and damaging for the relationships between 
the community and the Police ana the""c!oui-ts . -- 





PART 1 


EVIDENCE OF CQHEL&imS^fiAIHSI .EQLlCL 

Our evidence for complaints against police came fro.ms- 

* those whose premises were searched and damaged but 
where no charges were laid* 

* those who were at the scene of the riots in Hyson 
Green either at the time or later leafleting the 
area on the Sunday night following and who claimed 
they were harrassed but not charged* ’ 

* those arrested and charged who we interviewed. 

We make no claim that this is a comprehensive enquiry, as the 
Police investigation app©ars to be, but we feel that the agree¬ 
ment amongst those who made statements (chosen simply because 
we had their addresses) enables us to raise^questions about:- 

A) The Manner in which arrests were made. 

Bi) The way in which defendants were treated whilst in Police 
custody. . . 

Bii)The lack of regard to the recommendations in the Judges 
Rules. 

C) The way in which Police evidence was presented in Court. 

D) The way in which searches of property were conducted. 

Our method for highlighting the major areas of concern has. been 
to select 7 case studies to present in detail. We have deliber¬ 
ately incorporated these 7 case studies into the body of the 
report in order to give * flesh* to the general statements that 
we make about Police behaviour and the workings of the Magistrates 
Courts. Case studies of all 2 ij. people interviewed by NCCL can 
be found in .Appendix • 




1 *A) The Manner of Arrests , 

All-1,8 of our arrested and charged sample stated that they were 
not 'rioters*. On the surface this is an improbable claim Until 
it is realised the circumstances under which arrests were made 
by the Police,, The Police, faced with an initial barrage of 
petrol bombs and bricks, found it difficult to identify precisely 
who was involved or indeed what they were doing. Therefore, in 
some instances the Police responded by seizing, those who were at 
hUido Moreover, some of those arrested were several miles away 
from the scene of tne *riots« in Hyson Green and in nu way involved, 
Cases (A) & (B) illustrate this perfectly 

Case, (A.) The -defendant, when his case was eventually h-a&rd, had 
3 witness to the incident in .which he was arrested, 

he was standing in Beeston with a friend when- told to 
move on by a. police officer. He failed to do so 
lately, just after a gang of youths ran past and the 
Police Officer came back.and arrested him. He was charged 
with Threatening Behaviour and after spending the weekend 
in Beeston and the Guildhall cells and the following. 9 
days in Lincoln Prison he was allowed out on Bail with 
strict conditions - despite being 2l± years old he was only 
allowed out of the home at- weekends if accompanied by 
his parents 0 

Case (B) .'The defendant was not at the scene of the riots in Hyson 
Green until after 2-00am. He had been to a city-centre 
Wight Club and had witnesses to support this. He went 
to visit a 'Blues* club in the Hyson Green area and 
left at 4-00am. On his departure he was chased by the 
Police and when he stopped to turn round to find out 
what the Policewanted he was knocked unconclous by a 
Policeman with a dus tbin lid. He was then arrested, 
taken to hospital for treatment to his cut and badly 
bruised face, and then taken to the Guildhall were * 
he remained all weekend. 
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I.Bi) The Manner in which. Defendants were treated whJLe 
in.Police Custody, 

Over the weekend July 10th - 12th the Pblice were ho'ding 103 
defendants in cells built to accomodate 30 people, a a result 
defendants were kept in o.ver-crowded cells, subjeote<to verbal 
and in some instances physical abuse and denied basichuban 
rights: going to the toilet, sleeping on a bed with aequate 
covering, and denied vegetarian diets when requested. 

Cases (B), (C), (D.) and (E) are used to illustrate thCabove, 
the exampleof complaints run through all ^8 oase studie(see 
appendix ij.). 1 • 

Case (B) complained that there were no blankets or ' 
mattresses on either the Saturday or Sunday nights 
nor was there any. heating. On Sunday night he and 
two other defendants divided a newspaper between 
them inorder to keep warm* In the over-orowded ksel 
there was only a small bench and slightly larger ora 
on which he and others had to take turns in . sittin, 
and' sleeping on. 

Case (D) complained, of being kept waiting for any tiling 
up to 2 hours' after an Initial request to use 
toilet. This was not just an isolated incident. 

Cases (C) and (E) complained about the lack of prvitfLon 
for vegetarians," Both of them are Rastafarian and 
•therefore have special dietary requirements, fhase 
were refused, moreover when one of them - suggesed 4 
the Police contact their families, who J would xovi$e 
their own food and bring it to the Guildhall, his, 
request was refused. Neither of them ate' aii eekend 
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I.Bii) Denial of Recommendations in the Judges Rules 

about access to Solicitors, parents and procedures 
for- Cautioning Defendants. 

The intimidating atmosphere experienced by the defendants was 
highlighted by the way in. which Police responded to requests 
for access to solicitors and parents. 

Case G illustrates this very sharply indeed: 

He was arrested on.Friday night in the City Centre 
after stopping to help a woman who had been knocked 
down by a gang of youths. He was frequently questioned 
over th© next row hours* * Ho roqueeted to contact his 
parents ;? and denied all the accusations laid against him 
(burglary, theft, threatening behaviour etc). His re¬ 
quest to contact his parents T^as denied. His parents, 
worried at his. failure to return home at thenormal 
time, twice phoned the Police and reported him missing. 

The Police did not admit to having him in custody. 
Eventually, a friend, who had met his parents on the 
Estate looking for him, told them he had been arrested. 
Even when they went to the Police station they were de nied 
access to him. He was refused access to see a solicitor 
until he appeared in coxirt on the Monday morning. The 
person in case G is 16 years old. 

f ^i 

1. C.) The way in which the Police evidence was presented 
in the Courts. 


It is hardly surprising that the main evidence of wrong-doing 
(in a riot situation) on the part of the defendants is supplied 
by the Police*' It is of great concern therefore, that severe 
doubts have been cast on the evidence presented in some cases. 

Case (B) In this case the Police claimed 

*he had been seen in the flats area at 11-30pm on the Friday 
evening hurling abuse at the police officer. When they 
arrested him he was wearing a long-sleeved white jumper. 
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The Police could not*explain why he was knocked unconoious 
as they were not carrying dustbin lids and they had not 
drawn their truncheons. 

He was, although unrepresented by a solicitor, asked by the 
Magistrate to plead. When pressed he pleaded Guilty sued was 
sentenced to 3 months imprisonment. 

The Duty Solicitor protested to the Clerk of the Justices and 
had the case brought back again the following day. He then 
pleaded not-guilty on the advice of the solicitor. 

When the case was finally heard, three weeks later, on the 3“1st 
July a Daily Newspaper photograph was produced as evidence which 
clearly showed Mr. (B) being led away by Police With dustbin . 
lids and t ruche on drawn. The polioe were unable to produce the 
white long-sleeved jumper they claimed he was wearing - in fact 
he was wearing the same short-sleeved, blood-stained, shirt and 
dungarees that he had been arrested in 3 weeks previous, and he 
could produce witnesses who stated he was not in the area at 11- 
30pm and that he was in fact in the night club. 


It is significant the the Magistrates at the final hearing comm¬ 
ented that they were not happy with the police evidence and 
declared Mr, (B) not-guilty. 

Case (F) The evidence in this case also raises some disqlet about 
the credibility of Police evidence®. 

He was originally charged with Treatening Behavour. At 
the time the prosecution stated that Mr. (P) had been 
part of a crowd which was hurling abuse at the Polioe. 

In subsequent hearings they produced no evidence to 
substantiate this claim. At the pre-trial review (when 
the proseoution has to give details of their evidence) 
the prosecution said that two police officers would state 
that Mr. (P) had been fighting with a group of Police. 
However, just before the trial a third police witness 
was added - a dog handler who claimed that Mr. (P) had 
thrown a bottle at him and had then been detained by the dog 
bltihg^hia. Mrv*.(Pi: .-waa^^Qxm4----«guil:ty.'. in the.. Magistrates 



Court and sentenced to k months in Lincoln-prison* 

Two and a half weeks later in the Appeal before- the 
Cirdwn Court he was found not-guilty of fighting with. 

Police or throwing a bottle (the prosecution withdrew ■-« 
the dog handlers evidence, stating that it must have 
related to someone else* NCCL have been unable to 
£race such a person..)* 

There are a number of disturbing features in the evidence offered 
by the Police5- 

- the dog handler in the Magistrates Courts stated 
that the person he arrested-was wearing a white 
pullover whereas the other two Police Officers 
agreed Mr* (F) was wearing a dark shirt, 

- one of the two Police Officers told the Magis¬ 
trates Court that Mr* (F) had been fighting with 
a single Police Officer* 

- the second arresting Officer told the Magistrates 
Courts that just before this arrest he had been hit 
by a brick 'and as a result was not able to describe 
what had happened prior to Mr* (F*s) arrest, but 

he had told the Crown Court that he saw Mr. (F) 
fighting with a group of Police before he was 
arrested* 

We are bound to conclude that the Police were determined to get 
a conviction and were not over worried about the way in which they 
obtained it - changing both the charges and the evidence in the 
course of time. v 

It is worth concluding that 17 of the 18 commented that they were 
unhappy with the evidence against them offered by the Polioe. We 
suspect that the tension of the circumstance 0 and the difficulty 
of identifying people and determining what they were doing led 
the Police to submit in evidence some extreemly doubtful data. 

This in itself is serious enough but given the pressure on the 
Magistrates Courts as well it was likely that this led to some 
serious miscarriages of justice. (We shall report on the Magist¬ 
rates Courts at a later stage.) 
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1,D) 'Pile way in^which the searches of Property were conducted . 

Four people volunteered accounts of the Police searches of their 
homesc Though there were some difference of detail, most of the 
following complaints' apply to most of the searches reported* 

In every instanoe damage was done to the doors of the property 
searched as the Police forced /their way in, not waiting for the 
householder to open the door* 

Nor did the Police identify themselves before starting to damage 
the doors despite householders inquiries. Indeed, one informant 
thought it must be the National Front because of this and claimed 
that she was r ..i*eady to jump out of. the window 1 of her upper . 
floor flat. 


The searches were of flats in the Hyson Green area and the Police 
claimed to have ’permission from the Council’ or ’from the Housing 
Department’ to.break in. However, no reply has yet been recieved 
by NCCL from the Nottingham City Housing Manager as to whether 
this damage was in fact authorised. 

Warrants were not shown to those whose homes were searched, though 
on one occasion an officer produced.a sheet of paper, claiming 
it was a warrant and held it. briefly about three metres from the 
’search©©*. When he stretched out his hand to take it and read 
it, he was pushed down and the paper immediately returned to the 
officers pocket. 

Large numbers of Policemen, with riot shields and/or truncheons 
drawn eutred each home, although none contained more than two 
adults. Usually the Police claimed to be looking-for petrol bombs 
but failed to discover either bombs or the material for making 
them. t 

Perhaps the most notable feature of these searches was that no 
charges whatsoever were levelled as a result of them. 
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v . 4 , 

We recognise that’the Police have the right to search for ^explosives* 
without getting a warrant from Magistrates to do so. However, it 
is evident that no petrol bombs were found* ..damage was done, and 
no charges brought against anyone. It was an exercise conducted 
by the Police which served to upset those searched but to achieve 
little else. ' *. , v 
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FJIET 2 tmmKIEimm. • 

PREAMBLE - NORMAL PROCEEDINGS IN MAGISTRATES COURTS, 


As those arrested after the riots appeared in Magistrates Courts, 
we consider it useful to look briefly at the structure and the. 
function of the Magistrates* Courts generally before turning 
to consideration of the Courts that heard the Riots cases. 

The Magistrates Courts deals with a variety of matters broadly 
divided into Criminal, family and civil * jurisdictions *, and 
it is the first of these with whioh we are concerned* The 
Criminal jurisdiction of the Magistrates Court? is broadly two 
fold; 5 . 

(a) dealing with offenses of a less serious nature. 

(b) dealing with people brought before the court for the 

first time. 1 

So far as (a) is concerned the modern division of criminal offence 
is: 

- Those offences which must be heard by a Jury at th9 Crown Court* 

- Those offenses that may be heard in either a Crown Court or a 
Magistrates Court, it being for the Magistrates Court to decide 
whether to hear the case or not* 

- Those offenses which may be heard in the Magistrates Court, but 
in which the accused can demand trial by jury at the Crown Court* 

- Those offenses which must be heard in the Magistrates Courts* 

It therefore follows that the Magistrates Court may end up dealing 
with offenses within any of the last three categories. 

So far as (b) is concerned, L it is the function of the Magistrates 
Court to deal with all person charged.with a criminal offence on 
their first appearance. So, where a person is charged with an 
offence which eventually is to be heard by the Crown Court, he or 
she will always first appear in the Magistrates Court and will be 
committed by that court to the Crown, Court. 
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The following people have some sort 'of--function within the 
Magistrates Courts Structure 


The Magistrates, 

Although in other towns one finds 1 Stipendary Magistrates t who 
are paid and legally qualified, Nottingham relies on unpaid lay 
magistrates whoare also known as * justices of the peace*. "When 
hearing criminal matters there are usually three magistrates on 
the bench, sometimes two, with one of their member acting as a 
chairperson# 

The Gouge Clerk *. 

Because magistrates are not legally qualified they are always 
advised by a court clerk, who sits in front of the magistrates, 
and is. responsible for the conduct of the days business e The 
clerk also retires with the magistrates when the magistrates . 
reqtdre 'assistance with interpreting the law, but it is not part 
of the clerks function to decide the question of innocence or 
guilt» 

The Lawyer # 

The word *lawye© ? is a general term, ana there are three.kinds of 
professional lawyer - barrister, solicitor and legal executive« 

Only barristers and solicitors havk right of audience before a 
Magistrates Court, and it is generally the province of the soli¬ 
citor. Many defendants have their own solicitor in court, but it 
_sometimes happens a defendant appears for the first time unrep¬ 
resented, and to meet this situation most Magistrates CourtB oper¬ 
ate a Duty Solicitor Scheme, Under this .scheme a firm of solicitors 
is allocated as duty solicitors for the day, and are responsible 
for attending at court those who appear before the court and who 
do not have their own solicitor to represent them. The purpose 
of the duty solicitor is two fold: 

~ to ensure, the defendants rights are not overlooked, and 

to assist the courts business to proceed in an efficient, 
and reasonably speedy manner. 

Probation Officers, 

Vihen considering what sentence to impose the Magistrates have the 
power to order Social Enquiry Reports,, A probation officer, 
employed by the probation service, is responsible to the Home 
Office: is requested to compile a report bn the background of the 
accused, and sometimes to recommend an appropriate penalty. 

The purpose of the report is to’ assist the courts in deciding 
what punishment to impose. 

We note that .the Law Society Report deals at length with Normal 
Procedure and contrasts it with the actual practice noted in the 
Magistrates Courts during the week of July 13th - 17 th. (see ap- . 
pendix 1+) 
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PART 2 

Evidence abo ut the proceedings in the Magistrates Courts, 
Evidence came from' the following sources* 

(i) the 18 defendants who made statements to us. 

(ii) the Duty-Solicitor Report to the Chief' Executive of 
the Nottingham- County Council,, (see Appendix T) 

(iii) an analysis of the sentences given by- the Courts 
between July 13th - 17th* 

(iv) accounts in the Nottingham Evening Post, which followed 
the tracts* cases through from the begining. 

Our major concern is with the way the Courts proceeded in the 
week following the *Riots». It was during this.period that 
grave doubts have to be recorded about:- 

(a) the procedures of the Magistrates Courts 0 

i. 4 

(b) the sentences -that they imposed. 


2,(a) The Procedures of the Magistrates Courts, 

The Courts which sat to deal with *Riots* cases was a Magistrates 
Court with a lay magistrate sitting with a court clerk* During 
the week following the riots of the 10th,11th and 12th July 198I, 
ninety (90) people were dealt with by this oourts- 

Monday - three .courts- dealing with £0 people. 

Tuesday - two courts dealing with 7 people. 

Wednesday - one court dealing with 9 people. 

Thursday - one court dealing with 15 people. 

Friday -one court dealing with 9 people. 

This is a lot of people by any standard and it is appreciated 
that the courts were acting under pressure. However, concern 
was felt by many people in court, including defence solicitors 
and probation officers, as to the way these defendants were dealt 
with. 
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The Duty Solicitors for Monday were Messrs, Freeth, Cartwright 
and Sketchley, of Willoughby House, High Pavement, Nottingham, 

It was their specific task to represent those defendants brought 
before the courts who did not have their solicitors in court, 
and by definition, the majority, fell into this category. To the 
firms credit they managed to produce four solicitors at court, 
and they did what they could under the difficult circumstances 
to represent the large number of- accused brought before the 
court that day. 

The firm was requested to report on procedure m court, to the 
Cheif Executive Officer of the Nottinghamshire County Council, 
Appendix 1 is a copy of the Chief Executives Report including 
the appended report of Messrs, Freeth, Cartwright and. Sketchley. 
We would wish to draw particular attention to the nine points 
of concern listed by the Duty Solicitors arising out of the 
pi’oceo dings. It should be bom in mind that the report was made 
by officers of the court, and concerned itself solely with the 
procedures adopted on Monday 13th July 1981:- 

r 

Extract taken from the Duty Solicitors Report to Nottinghamshire 
C ounty C oxmc il. (see App endi x 1 } 

There appeared to be a p r e - de t erminded policy by the 
court, by the police or by both which resulted in oertain 
courses of action contrary to the normal and established 
practices of the Court, some of which also went against 
natural justice. These were the following:- 

1) No access was allowed by the 'Duty Solicitor to 
defendants before.they were arraigned. 

2) No access was allowed by solicitors to existing 
clients who were due to appear in that Court 
before they were arraigned, 

3) The Courts appeared to be determined to conduct 
the business of the day with unreasonable haste, 

ij.) Some defendants who requested an adjournment or 
whose cases were adjourned were remanded in cust¬ 
ody without representation and therefore without 
being able to make an effective bail application. 

5) It was stated by the Chairman of one Benoh that all 
defendants would be remanded in custody if their 
case was adjourned unless there were exception 
circumstances. This is entirely contrary to the 
Bail Act 1976, 
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6) When dealing with sentencing it appeared that 
the offence was the criterion for deciding the 
penalty with little regard for the individual 
circumstances of the offender. 

7) Custodial sentences were imposed without repre¬ 

sentation by solicitors.. 

8) Custodial sentences were imposed without Social 
Enquiry Reports. 

9) Great difficulty was experienced in vacating 

a plea on behalf, of a defandant«when that plea 
. had been made earlier when he was unrepresented. 


2. (b) The Sentences . that they imposed . • 

The areas of concern that arose from sentencing are as follows 

It may be useful .at this point to refer to Appendix 2, which 

contains details of sentencing for the'week 13th -T7th July* 

Severity of sentencing . 

* As mentioned by the Duty Solicitor little or no regard 
seems to have been paid to the individual circumstances 
of the defendant but rather an.across the board sen tone 
imposed where a defendant pleaded guilty. 

Of the 43 defendants who pleaded guilty during the week 
of the Riots’ Courts only 5 were not given custodial 
sentenoes. ••••• ..>. 

# The sentences imposed were significantly higher than 
those noisnally imposed for offences of a similar nature. 
There are many examples that could be given but the 
following is illustrative of the points 

Case (H) - was charged with looting after he.had picked up 

sweets from the streets outside a looted shop. He rec~., . 
ieved a 4 months Detention Centre sentence. 

Case (F) - The Magistrates sentenced him to 4 montns prison 
on whai.>finally emerged in the Crown Court Appeal as a 
charg^rhf usii^rahi^ive: language:. ‘$ga±ustr bhs-Police. 

(The judge was moved to remark that any normal person 
would have sworn in the circumstances.) 







It is difficult to avoid the conclusion that the Courts were 
making an example of those'.defendants brought before them and 
were using their powers to teach’people a/lesson,. . 

Refusal of Bail. . • 

Appendix 2 shows the way in which the courts dealt with the 
various' people who appeared before them during tliat week. 

Of the 90 people who appeared?.- : . y 

41 pleaded guilty and were dealt with. 

49 were remanded to be dealt with at a later date. 

Of those 49 only 14 were remanded on bail,, the 
remaining 35 either were remanded in custody, 
or in the care of the Local Authority. 

It should be bom. in mind that bail is a. iprima faciei right 
\mder the Bail Act 197&* This means that people should be granted 
hail unless there are good reasons for not doing so, eg their 
past record, or the likelihood of them committing further offences 
while on bail. Where no such reason exists, bai3. should be gran- 

' ' t 

ted, although as the Duty Solicitors record at least one Chair¬ 
person of,.the Bench was. .operating on the basis that' all defendants 
would be remanded in custody unless there were exceptional circum¬ 
stances. Again, this appears as an example of the Courts using 
its powers to teach people a lesson in a heavy handed manner. 
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CONCLUSION 


The evidence we present in this Repo'rt in our view cannot he 
left without action being taken upon it. 

We would stress that it is not only our Enquiry that has Me* 
ognisad that the behaviour of the Police and the Courts litft a 
lot to be desired. 

The Chief Executive Officers Report to Council Members o t the 
15th September I 98 I (see Appendix 1) is worth quoting in import 
of this contention:- 

"I advised firstly that the attention of the Crown 
Law Officers might be drawn to the contents of the 
Duty Solicitors Report, secondly, that any further 
action by the Nottingham County Council, probably by 
way of legal action, ought to be considered in the 
light of advice from Counsel,. ” 

As a result of talcing advise the Council were told that:* 

”It was appropriate for them to make enquiries into 
whether injustices-had oceured in the Magistrates 
Courts, M 

It is significant that the Council did decide to offer ls$ftl 
aid and advice on appeal procedures to those in detention* A 
remarkable decision which we certainly feel was justifis4s 
However, we need to stress that in our view the concerns Shout 
procedure, reiterated by the Chief Executive Officer the Ifcity 
Solicitors and the Law Society, only emphasisw the failtiM of 
the courts to observe '’normal procedure”.' 

What we contend is that far more radical and far reaching 
changes have to occur if the injustices that occurred thttt week 
are not to be repeated. The reality is that our legal system 
at present, does not offer anything like adequate protection 
to those caught up in the J Riot* situation. Both InnootBI and 
guilty youths were treated badly by the Police and by thS Courts. 
Consequently we have made a number of recommendations. 
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fixes e racoramenda t ions.. .are.. th# ...outcome of -two .Publi c..-Me etings 
at which our evidence was presented in * draft * form. We are '• 
conscious that they do not adequately deal with the outrage 
and suffering caused not only to many defendant's in the week 
loth - 17 th July I 98 I but also their• families. The recommend¬ 
ations involve changes in legislation in somet cases, action by 
the County Council and the Magistrates Association in others 0 

What we foar is that our Report, like many others which have 
made recommendations for change, will be noted and then ignored. 
If that happens, the cynical and resigned attitudes of imny of 
the youths we interviewed will be reinforced - namely, that 
complaining about injustices and asking for proper respect and 
fair treatment is a waste of breath and time. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 


Our recommendations have been drawn up in recognition of 
the fact that some relate to the existing regulations that govern 
the working of the Polioe and Courts while others would require 
government legislation in order for them to be implimenteda 
Accordingly* we have listed them here in the two categories:- 

a, recommendations that require legislation, 

b. recommendations that can be immediately implimenteda 
a- Recommendations that require legislation * 

1* An independant (or restructured) Complaints Board, dealing 
with the complaints against the Police, be established by the 
Government along the lines recommended by Lord Scarman and the 
National Council for Civil Liberties, Hie existing brief and 
function of such a Board could remain similar to the existing 
one but its independant form and structure be gauranteed in 
order to reassure the community that complaints against the 
Police will be effectively investigated and acted upon, 

2* A Duty Solicitor Scheme would be a statutory obligation 
in all Magistrates Courts - such a scheme, to require the Clerk 
to.the Justices to ensure that defendants had access to either 
Duty Solicitor or their own as soon as they requested them.-, The 
legislation to require all defendants to have seen a Duty Soli¬ 
citor before appearing in Court, 

3, We recommend that the Judges Rules, which make recommendations 
about how. Polioe conduct interviews with defendants, should be 
replaced by a Bill'of Eights, The disregard for the Judges Rules 
whioh occurred over the weekend of. the 10th - 12th July suggests 
to. us .that the only effective .way of safegaurding the rights of 
defendants is to have a Bill, of Rights* 






if.* Ve recommend that the Law'governing the issue-and use or 
Search Warrants should be reviewed* At present the Law allows 
Police searching Tor "explosives" to do so without getting a 
¥ arrant from a. Magistrate* In our view such, a law gives Police 
excessive powers and leads to.abuse* 


b. Recommendations that can be immediately implimented a 

1. The County Council, via the Police Committee,..look at the 
whole question of Police Accountability and use their existing 
powers under the 19&4- Police Act in a much more dynamic way, 

(eg their control over a significant part of the budget)* In 
order to do this effectively we would recommend:- 

(i> the establishment of a small support unit 

made up of members of the community to advise 
them about appropriate policies for improving 
Polioe/Community relations and monitoring the 
conditions of the cells, arrest procedures and 
the observation^. of the rights of defendants. 

(±i) the restructuring of the Police Committee to 

give greater control to elected members 0 (The 
one third members currently chosen from the 
Magistrates should, have less influence,,) 

2* We recommend that the Magistrates Association draw up inst¬ 
ructions for the Nottingham Magistrates Courts to ensure that ' 
normal procedures regarding Bail, Legal representation, social 
reports and the nature of the offence be taken properly into 
account when Magistrates are considering sentences* 

3* We recommend that the Lord Chancellors Office set up a Special 
Review. Committee to examine the way the Courts cf July 13th -1’yth 
were run and to examine the sentences imposed by them, given that 
both the Duty Solicitors Report and the Law Society Report, sup¬ 
ported by own Report contain evidence of severe problems of 
procedures and the legitimacy of seme of the evidence accepted 
by Magistrates. 
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I4-0 We recommend that the County Council take steps to adopt a 
system whereby solicitors representing those who were found 
Not Guilty supervise the removal of photographs, finger prints 
etc* from the Police Files* 1 ' 

5° We ask that the Police investigation into Complaints against 
Nottinghamshire Police Officers, made, under the section i[$ of 
I96I4. Police Act, be made publio and action taken against those 
Officers found Guilty of improper conduct* 


- 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 
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report 


ftPPEHilX t 


meeilno POLICY AND GENERAL PURPfc££$Df*V\TTE 

. Additional item 

daw Uth September 198) .•***,•* number p estrictBd 



WOTTINGHAI CITY MAGISTRATES COURTS 


1. This k eport has been prepared follow iflhe street disturbances .which 
occurred in the City on the nights of *h/Hth/T2th July and the 
Magi.trates Courts hearings which-Wn$j The report is particuterly 
dire.t^d to the latter and recast tsiequence of ev^ts-which started 
with correspondence sent to the C&a tri of the Pol ice-Authority and 
copied to a number of other County CoflTors» by a person vdro-was 
arrest#. during the early hours «f TlJuly. I received .copies-of the 
two leters which were sent by the pen concerned. 

2. The firs, letter amounted to a complc against the Palic* and is ue-.^ 

investigted under the complaint secure, This report is not cotk. 

with tha letter nor with:, the comp la;>. 

The secod letter, dated .dst August, ited the Chairman of the Pol ice 
Authority to investigate certairrma'S which the corespondent maintained 
were prosr matters for;:the Police as such, bo consider, and 

in his coacity as Deputy derkvio police Authority., *ny Deputy’s adyi-ce 
was sough on that letter. I was c«ave «t the time. 

3. Tne Tette also stated that one drefent, naving prey.:jiifl$1y convicted 
by the Cort, was acquitted at ard-ehing some days later- Upon enquiry 
from the agistrates* Clerk's 0fn1c*d the defend in g sol -it i tor as to how 
this had ome about, my Deputy.percld that the eoMuet of -proceedings in 
the Magi.srat.es. 1 Court; on theU-3frh .<* 1..e* thef&st .Monday after the- 
weekend d$tu r bati e e s ga v e- r tse:-to <cirn amongst a number• of local :so3icttors 
who were court on.that day#, the *r>d$ for concern .essentialTy ping that 
defendant rights were not observed 


4. Accordingy, upon my-return frowl^ I askrd my Seputy to arrange to see 
the duty olicitors^-i .e. private sftors *;iz - are assigned to look'after tlse 
interestsof unrepresented, defender who w.re in court: ^on 13th July, 

A meetingtook plaice on the 20th At£ and a copy:of thelre^rt prepared 
fol 1 owlngthat meeting is attachedj*r1dr to the^eeting,-d&e Secretary 
to the Notinghamshtre Law Society 1 consulted tfnd iodicitt^d bis approval 
to such ameeting. . 

5. The Solictors' report expresses tH4w th«t^dMhes, ;; qf^«tore3 /justice 

d 1 d occurand that there were <xthev^avef7tionsP^tt : fcr cff legal 
procedure or established practice! Fol lowliif "the-d^rivery. • of tfcet 
report tome, I was inv 1 ted by *the'der fn s senior 

colleague With;wham*l, personal If consulted 

througbou the investigative pcocfti to advte -^pon^lfi^urther steps 
ought to e taken# bearing in mindt'appbdjH^ had been 

q.i vejii ;$ent£jsee$ by the by that time 

not lodge* any appeal. . 

5. I advisedfffytiyr Zrmm?. •Lawr^ffeer^::0^ghtv i>e 

* drawn to ne contents of the Soiics 1 and secbWJy; that-any ftirtheh 

action iryuhe Cc^tnty Council , p^.ar% bpvay of legal Vct'ido, ought 




to be considered in the light of advice from Counsel. 

Together with the Secretary of the Local Law Society, who as a Solicitor 
in Court himself on the 13th July, generally endorsed the contents of 
the Solicitors' report, my Deputy conferred with Mr. John Mil mo of Counsel 
on 2nd September, 

7. Counsel advised an approach to the Lord Chancellor's 
Department. After further consultation with the Leader of the Council 
and his colleagues (and with Mr. Jack Dunnett, M.P., whom I considered to 

be an appropriate consultee on channels of communication with Crown Officers), 
I forwarded papers to the Solicitor-General on 8th September* At the 
time of preparing this report, no reply has been received from his office. 

8. It was also my view that, in the complex legalarea of the County Council's 
locus standi to become further involved in pursuing the issues raised in 
the Solicitors' report, the further advice of Leading Counsel would be 
necessary. Accordingly, and again after consultation, I consulted with 
Mr. Gerald Moriarty Q.C. on the 9th September. His written opinion is 
still awaited at the time of writing this report. 

However, subject to his written opinion, Counsel did advise in conference 
that:- 

(a) It was appropriate for the County Council to make enquiries 
into whether injustices had occurred in the Magistrates Courts. 

(b) Notwithstanding the County Council's legal powers to institute legal 
proceedings, to promote or protect the interests of the inhabitants 

of the area, the Council's locus standi in the particular circumstances 
disclosed by the Solicitors'.report was.doubtful. 

4 . 

(c) It would be open to the County Council to cause steps to be taken to 
ensure that those still in custody, and. who had not so far: appealed, 
were advised of their rights to appeal and of possible grounds, 

(d) The Council didv^ve power to pay^legal costs. 

9. Now that the enquiries launched last month have been taken so far 
and that Counsel and the Solicitor-General have been approached, I feel 
that the stage has beon reached when I ought formally to report on 

the steps which, after consultation, have been taken on an issue which 
I know Members will recognise as.being both important and.complex, and not 
without it.s sensitivities. k «: 

I can only restate Leading Counsel's view that the steps taken to date 
have been proper in all the circumstances, but* after considering Leading 
Counsel's written opinion, I would want to advice Members before any 
further steps are taken. 


A. SANDFORD, 

Clerk of the County Council 
and Chief Executive. 
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A REPO RT 

/-1 "• r.... 

1■ Introduction 


This report is prepared jointly by Messrs. H.,A.. Young., M.G. Thurston 
and R.W. Nelson all of whom were present, as pui.y. So \icitors in the 
Nottingham City Magistrates' Court on Monday 13th July 1981. The 
report Concerns the operation of the three Special Courts which dealt 
with defendants arrested as a result of the disturbances in.various 
parts of Nottingham during the nights of the 10th, and ll.th July 1931. 


2. Chronological report of proceedings 

I) As a firm we realised that there would be a large number of 
defendants for us-‘ t o :<deal with as. Duty Solicitor and we 
therefore attended at the Guildhai.1 $t, : 9.15 .' Upon arrival 
at the cells access to any of the defendants in custody was 
refusad by trie police. The denial of access was described as 
'‘policy" because mere were "no facilities". The usual 
facilities ware in f ac \ aval l abLe . 


2) We also- attended at the Courts-numoersd L .2 and 3 Out neitr.ee 
the Clerk nor the police were in attendince .an1 1 1 /if/ onoccL 
before 10.00 o'clocx. No cases were referred to us w-.ich mad 
it'clear that the Court waa . intending to .deal with ail the 
defendants in tne Special Courts unrepresented and without 
the opportunity of advice from a solicitor. 

3) We made repssenta t ions to Mr. Yandell and it was agreed t *t 
any defendants should be referred to the Duty Solicitor if the 
Court was considering taking a course which would mean the 
defendant would remain in custody. 

4) We went from Court 1 (where Mx« Yandell was. Clerk) to Court 2 
and informed the Chairman of the. Bench and the Clerk of the 
decision made by Mr. Yandell. 

5) The Court started after,10.00 o’clock ; *nd we attempted to 
cover all the Courts and listen to th« proceedings while we 
were waiting for any cases that may ha referred to us. No 
referrals were In fact made initially < 

6) We all heard cases being dealt with which caused us concern. 

As a result * 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 of that representations were made both to the 
Clerks of the various Courts and the Courts themselves. 

7) Once the Duty Solicitor was accepted tey each Court and once 
the doubtful cases were referred to hiss the Courts ran as 
smoothly a^ tii\ey epu Id.. \n. the, etc cusrua tervees . tns tract i ©ns 

had to be tak,an.\wki^''B.’t^V--thje-‘defendant;^ea^vln-^ths^'clock and,- 
whilst other cases were being dealt with. 








3. Points of concern arising out of the proceedings 

There appeared to be a pce-determined policy by the Court, by 
the police or by. both which resulted in certain courses of 
action contrary to the normal and established practices of the 
Court, some of which also went against natural justice. These 
were js follows:- 

n No access was allowed by the Duty Solicitor to defendants 
before they were arraigned, 

2) No access was allowed by solicitors to existing clients who 
were due to appear in that Court before they were arraigned,. 

3) The Courts appeared determined to conduct, the business of the 
day -with unreasonable haste, 

4) Some defendants who requested an adjournment or whose cases 
were adjourned were remanded in custody without representation 
and therefore without being able to make an effective-baii 
application. 

5) It was stated by the Chairman of one Bench tnat all the 
defendants would be remanded in custody if their case was 
adjourned unless there were expectional circumstances. This 
is entirely contrary to the Bail Act 1976. 

. 6) When dealing with sentencing, it appeared that the offence was 
the criterion for .'deciding the penalty with : little regard for 
the individual circumstances of the offender. 

7} Custodial sentences were imposed without representation by 
solicitors . ". 

8) Custodial sentences . Wer e imposed without Social Enquiry report* 

9) Great difficulty was experienced in vacating a plea on behalf 
of a defendant when that plea had been made earlier when he 
was unrepresented. 

4 , Generally 

1) We make this report as Officers of the Court and in response to 
a request from the Nottinghamshire Law Society and the 

Nottinghamshire County Council. We have no other motive. 

2) We acknowledge that the Courts and police were faced with 
exceptional and difficult circumstances. Our overall concern 
xs that the defendants* rights were in danger of being ovirlcofc 
and in certain cases were overlooked. 

3) We make no comment on the sentences imposed. 

4) we have made no reference to any individual cases as we 
consider.this to be inappropriate but we have details of 
specific cases which illustrate the above points. 
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APPENDIX 2 


Profile- of Defendants nri disposals at HotUn"h*’‘m City Wi£i trotted' tot 
during this week 13th-1?th July IJSI 


Total identified in Court os boinr, involved in "ripfcft * 1 -JO 


Compricinci 


Whito rulu.lt males 
Coloured adult males 
Y/hito adult female $ 
Y/hito Juvenile* mol 
Coloured Juvonilo Halo/' 


Marital Status: 


Married or co-hnbifa.ng 

Scparatod 

Single 

Vidov/or 

Not identified (proW 


4$s Croups: 


Under Vi 

Over 17, under 21 
Over 21, under 25 
Over 25 1 under 30 
Over 30, under 35 
Over 35 


Youngest - llf 
Eldest - 53 


61 

9 

2 

13 

5 

5 

1 

54 

1 

29 


1« 

M 

19 

3 
5 

4 






Current Probation* Licence £? C,S,0, 

Pend* File 
Vol. Supervision 
Crc-vm Court Reports 
Juvenile Court Reports 
Dept, Social Services Supervision 
Isfejfc £ra>wr> 

On 

r eas ^of Offences 

livncn Green* Radford Rond* Derby Hoad, Pariiavunh Setter Cil y Ces»Vm, 
fic.od.ovG and Clifton B&tixbe. 


Ilf 

2 

a 

a 

k- 

£ 


Arc &: l*efwtianfcs 


Cliftt* 15 

^yfiow-.Cjrcevv "H 

gulw'ali & 

'Forest Pie-ld® V 

fjfS&CoYci t 

fie^forvi V 

F<pr*Sk V 

W» &r i&gfori 

3 

C&rt bon 3 



3 

City j£«nVr« : 

3 

$fc* Asm’6 

3 

Arf>oW 

a 

Bros: tow*? ■ 

• ■ a 

Camming Circus 

2* 

Netfoe-r £4<fcL<i 

Z 

Vodioy 

a 

$h$rv{x*l 

a 

B^Wrs^iU 

.1 



l 

&jd ] OOf\ t/o<psk& 

i 

S?ut2.] nhw> 

a. 

Umtoh. 

i 


i 

f^>3*-Wtaodi 

1 

N«vtlk©-f p*» 

4- 

H P. 4* 

A 






iforeatcninr, behaviour 

Offensive ^eo$*on 
- i f r f-^S|^sS5» & theft 
Criminal Danace 
lieceivinp stolen property 
Vilful Obstruction 
Fino Default 
Aosoult te A*R«H* 

Trespass with intent to steal 


tfb 

1$ 

11 

1 

1 

• .1 

1 

1 


note: "Offensive weapon” included 6 turps cvrw^ \ f*&ro\ 


DISPOSAL 













































Re-typed for clarity 
during printing* 


iith.September 1 981 


Mr* Yandell, 

Clerk to the Justices, 

The Guildhall, 

Nottingham* 

Dear Mr* Yandell, 

Council For Civil Liberties (Nottm, Branch) are look- 

SSS Stlff&SSS: «**=«? 

them* 

To assist us in this would you kindly let us have statistics 
concerning the following 

•'j a How many courts sat or. each d&y* 

2 „ How were Magistrates selected to sit on the bench. 

3 - is s sssrsryss 0O ”“ “ a 
ss.« *gz£ as are sssurss 

5. How many pleaded Guilty. How many of these subsequently 
changed" their plea to not-guilty. 

6. Of those charged to appear before the special courts:- 

;• k sg sss 

0 * how many had t^eir cases adjnumed .to be dealt with y 
Magistrates later, 

7„ How many of those dealt with by the special courts got:- 

a* Custodial Sentences* 
b* hon-custodial Sentences* 

Co Were found nov-guxlty* . 

8. In how many cases were special enquiry reports called for 
before sentencing* 

9 . How many defendants were represetned by Solicitors. 

10. Who authorised the establishment of the special courts.- 

, ^^r1S: 1 sK i s®s?s%rK*s^ 

what happened* : 


Yours sincerely, 
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City of Nottingham 


Solicitor 

Clerk to the Justices 


GEORGE YANOELL O.B.E. 


THE JUSTICES' CLERK'S OFFICE 

THE GUILDHALL NOTTINGHAM NG1 4BQ 

TELEPHONE NOTTINGHAM 46346/6 


GY/JH 


25th September 1981' 


Dear Mr. Williams, 

Thank you for your letter of- lit.h September 1981. 

As no doubt you are aware, any defendant who is aggrieved 
by the conduct or decision of Magistrates' Courts is entitled 
to appeal to higher Courts. 

I am aware that such proceedings are or may be pending, 
and you will understand that l am unable to furnish you, therefore, 
with the information you are seeking. 

1 can say this - that the Courts you .refer to as "Special 
Courts" were only special in the sense that they were additional 
courts arranged by my staff because of the large number of 
extra cases we were' informed by the police would be presented 
during the period to which you refer. 


Yours sincerely 




Clerk to the Justices. 





APPENDIX 4 

REPORT BY THE NOTTINGHAMSHIRE LAW SOCIETY QN PROCEDURES LEADING.U_P 

TO AND DEALING WITH APPEARANCES IN THE NOTTINGHAM CITY MAGISTRATES ' 

COURT FOLLOWING THE 5TREET DISTURBANCES IN NOTTINGHAM IN JULY OF 196. 

During t.he weekend of VClth, 11th and 12th July 1981 and during the 
fallowing week certain street disturbances took place in Nottingham 
resulting in a number of Defendants appearing at the Nottingham City 
Magistrates' Court on and after 13th July 19B1 in special courts 
(hereinafter called "the riot courts"). 

A numoer of members of this Society expressed concern as to the conduct 
iof these courts, particularly the three courts sitting on the morning 
of 13th July. In the afternoon of the same day a meeting was held in 
the offices of the Clerk to the Justices between representatives of the 
Clerk's Department, the Nottinghamshire Constabulary ana this Society. 

A number of matters were discussed upon which the views of the various 
parties differed, but the Society's main objective of providing 
emergency representation in future courts to minimise the risk of 
injustice was achieved and these other matters were left unresolved. 

• It was decided that a report should be prepared by this Society. A 
request for information was sent to all member firms of the Duty 
Solicitor scheme operated by the Nottinghamshire Law Society. 

This report is intended to set out factually the deviations from 
normal procedure wnich were adopted by the police and the Nottingham 
City Magistrates' Court at the riot courts. No attempt is made to 
comment on the incidents themselves, and further, no criticism is 
levelled at the type or severity of the sentences passed on those 
who properly pleaded guilty, or who were convicted of the offences, 
and this report- is not intended to contain any expression of support 
or sympathy for guilty Defendants. 

What follows represents the substance of the replies from solicitors 
to the ietter referred to above, which replies were based on cDnver~ 
sations with the Defendants and on the solicitors' own experience in 


the riot courts. 
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Police Attitude in the Cells 

6. Solicitors report that Defenaants subsequently represented by them 
stutJ- that tne rignt, embodied in S.62 of the Criminal Law Act 1977, 
i.e. to notify someone of their detention, was withheld during the 
period of their arrest. They were told that there were too many 
oeopla detained and facilities ware not available. Solicitors 
•similarly report Defendants saying that officers in the cell block 
tele the prisoners to plead guilty as the court would not be granting 
oaii that day,. 

Tne Prosecution 

• T . Tn- usual, aithcugh.not invariable practice in the 'City court is that 
tne prosecuting solicitor's department will undertake prosecution of 
casts proceeding to plea. All the prosecutions in these riot courts, 

:,no not merely the remana cases, were conducted by uniformed police 
officers. Despite the gravity of the situation, 3nd of the offences 
with wnicn some of the Defendants were charged, the prosecuting 
solicitor's department does not appear to nave been involved at all. 
This, Linked with the general statement referred to below made by one 
of tne prosecuting officers, gave the impression of a strong police 
prssttncs in these court rooms. 

•'n-j Prosecut icn Soeecn prior tp the Commencement of particular Cases 

; , nr. Inspector.of police at the commencement of proceedings in one of the 
riot courts was allowed to make a general statement in the presence of 
-■(Uj. one unrepresented Defendant, who had been brought up for the start 
a*" cr.s ccurt. 1 s business, but whose case had not yet commenced. In this 
speech, which aio nGt relate to any one particular Defendant, the 
Inspector stated that he was asked to assure the court that no-one 
rtduio control tne streets of Nottingham except the police, that the 
weexenc was one of tne blackest in the history of the city and he went 
on tc suscrits the sort of damage that had been caused in one particular 
area of mat city. Albums of photographs taken in this area during the 
nots «ere produced to the magistrates, including photographs of cars 
gutted oy fire.and shop windows smashed and looted. Exhibits of 
offensive weapons recovered by the police were also produced to the 
magistrates. The photographs and weapons did not relate to any 
particular case. ”hs Inspector'went on to say that the disturbances 
were a criminal enterprise to the level where anarchy reigned on the 
3crests, vino that the public must be assured that the persons engaged 
m. such an,enterprise’.would receive £h.e full ..force. of the law. 






The Ceses 


we ^eal below first of ail with the practice which is usually followed 
in the City Magistrates' Court when dealing with Defendants making 
their first appearance on a particular criminal charge from custody, 
ano the way in which they would normally be referred to a solicitor. 

The Nottinghamshire Law'Society operates a Duty Solicitor scheme at 
the Magistrates Courts in Nottingham and the member firms who deal 
with’criminal work are included on the rota. The Duty Solicitor 
attends prior to the commencement of court business, and any Defendants 
who will be the subject of a prosecution application for a remand in 
custody are referred by the Remand Sergeant fox the day to the Duty 
Solicitor for tne day. Generally, the scheme is limited purely to 
custodial remands, but the terms of a Duty Solicitor's undertaking are 
suf t iciently wide to aiiow him to deal with referrals from the Bench 
m appropriate cases and tc deal with emergency situations. 

In the City courts, custodial remands are now more usually dealt with 
in 2 separate court from other court business and to prevent the court 
being delayed whilst instructions ere taken, the practice has recently 
arisen Tor the Duty Solicitor to attend as early as possible at the 
court, especially it there are a number Df people awaiting attention. 

the request of the Justices' Clerk's department the Duty Solicitor 
now ufiaextakes to complete legal aid application forms on behalf of 
all people who will be appearing from custody in the remand court to 
ensure that no remands in custody will be made without the Defendant 
having an opportunity to be referred to a solicitor of his choice. 

Such legal aid applications are very rarely refused at Nottingham and 
indeed, it is generally understood that the granting of legal aid in 
the Nottingham City Magistrates' court is nigh. 

In almost every case, the prosecution is unable tb proceed at the 
first appearance of tne Defendant from custody, the usual reason 
given being that the file has not been prepared and the Remand 
Sergeant only has an apprehension report. It follows from this that 
tne. first appearance is to decide- whether a subsequent remand whilst 
the file is prepared will be on bail or in custody. By the time the 
prosecution is ready to proceed in cases where the original application 
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by them was for a remand in custody, the Defendant is almost always 
represented. If not, the magistrates are generally reluctant to 
allow mode of,trial procedure or plea to be dealt with without advice 
or representation* The Duty.Solicitor is sometimes asked to 3 dvise 
on these matters to expedite proceedings if possible. Otherwise, the 
case is adjourned for further legal'advice. Indeed, this reluctance 
extends to unrepresented Defendants appearing from bail, 

14, So far as sentence is concerned, by the time a 'Defendant in custody 
appears for plea and/or sentence at the City Magistrates' Court, he 
is usually r - ep raaantad or has had legal advice. In any event, in all 
out tne most straightforward cases, on bail or in custody, the 
magistrates are favourably disposed to adjourn to allow the Defendant 
legal advice. 

In, where the court is considering a custodial sentence, the magistrates 
,:ire concerned to offer an adjournment for legal representation whether 
or not tnis is a strict requirement of the law as in S.21 of the Powers 
Criminal Courts Act 1973.. Similarly, .where axaminations of a 
Defendant's circumstances show it to be appropriate, the magistrates 
order- the preparation of social enquiry reports. 

• 0 • ' 3n ]3th Jui y 1981 it was public knowledge that there had been numerous 
arrests over the weekend, and the firm on the Duty Solicitor rota for 
mat oay, anticipating a large number of referrals, attended at the 
•ouiichall at 9..5 a.m, with three solicitors. There had been no prior 
contact with.the- Society to inform them that, the usual procedure would 
not oe foilo-wed. .. . 

17. No Defendants concerned in the riot, courts were referred to the Duty 
Solicitor, They- were told that no Defendants in those courts could be 
seen m the cells as there were no facilities. Solicitors individually 
instructed oy anyone in the riqt. courts were refused access, although 
solicitors attending tQ-...3e8 clients.in custody appearing in other 
courts were a f forded .normal..-facidities for interviewing. 


The Duty Solicitors established that cases arising from the 
disturbances were to'be dealt with in special courts, the riot courts, 
sitting in courts 1, 2 and-3 at the Guildhall. No referrals were made 
to them by the courts prior to the commencement of business. It 
became clear as the Defendants were produced that they were unrepres¬ 
ented. 

In all the riot courts it was apparent that the prosecution was ready 
to proceed to plea, although the only facts availabie’to the 
prosecuting police officer being those on an apprehension report. In 
some cases these *ere subsequently found to be inaccurate. Unusually, 
mode g.f trial procedure was dealt with and pleas were entered without 
the Defendants oeing offered legal advice. Equivocal pleas were heard 
to be entered and inadequate advice ano explanation was given by the 
court to the Defendants in.respect of charges where the'legal position 
was not easily understood, e.-g-, the possession of an offensive weapon. 

As a result, representations, were made by the- Doty Solicitors, both to 
the Clerks of the Courts and to the Magistrates themselves. 'As a 
result, in one..court it was- agreed that if the court was considering 
taking a course of.action.which could mean 3 remand in custody fox a 
Defenoant, or a sentence of,imprisonment, that Defendant would be 
referred to.the Duty Solicitor, although in- the main instructions had 
to be taken by the Duty Solicitor ' in the-' dosk whilst other cases were 
proceeding. 

This did not happen in courts. 2 and 3 on the•first morning, where 
Defendants were dealt with without legal advice. In court 2 one 
Defendant would oe brought up, the facts in his case would be outlined 
ana then he woula be put down whilst a second Dsfenddnt'would' he 
brought up, the<facts outlined* etc., and 'so on until a number of 
Defendants had .appeared. • The Defendants were than brought up once 
more to be sentenced.-. Only in.those cases where the legal obligation 
of. 5.21, Powers of Criminal Courts Act 1973 applied was an adjournment 
offered, and then the Clerk said that only in exceptional circumstances 
would the Defendant, be granted .'bail. Orie of these Defendants was 
remanded, to 3pth. July 1-961 in -custody, without legal advice, although 
facilities were available ..for referrals whilst all the others were 
sentenced, most receiving custodial sentences. 


- a - 


21. In court 3 one unrepresented Defendant pleaded guilty and said he 
wanted an adjournment for legal representation. The fiench remanded 
nrm in custody without any mention at all of bail. The Clerk 
immediately asked the Bench to retire, went in to the Magistrates 
and snortly thereafter the Bench returned and the Chairman said he 
hao oeen advised that they had not allowed this Defendant an 
opportunity to apply for bail. The Defendant was brought back into 
tne dock and by this time a local solicitor had had a few words with 
him and stapped forward to commence a bail application. The Chair¬ 
man stopped him, saying that that Bench, and not just that Bench, 
were only going to consider bail in exceptional circumstances. The 
solicitor was cut snort in his bail application and the Defendant 
*as then remanded in custody. 

22. There were clear cases of equivocal pleas. One Defendant pleaded 
■guilty, .gave sufficient information to the court tc make the 
•aOia-citora present concerned aoout equivocation but was then 
sentenced to three months’ imprisonment. This Defendant, by agree¬ 
ment witn the Clerk's department, was brought back to the court the 
to Hawing aay when his plea was changed. He was then remanded in 
cu-ww-dy until the no t guilty hearing at which ha was acquitted. 

This was not the only example of an equivocal plea being entered 
ana changed following intervention from a member of the Society. 

<3* Solicitors report that thsy encountered difficulty in persuading the 

court tc vacate pleas entered by Defendants when they were unrepres¬ 
en tec . 

2d. An .policeion to adjourn a "riot case" to a date to tie in with 

unrelated offences for which the Defendant appeared on .subsequent 
date before tne City Juetices was refused. This is contrary to the 
procedure approved by the Court of Appeal ( R v Bennett. The Times 
Narcn 2na I960 ana 1900 3CLR). 

25. Although individual members of the Society made representations to 
the courts, the first formal involvement.with the Clerks and the 
police by this Society was at tha meeting on the afternoon of the 
• 3th July rererred tc at the beginning of this report. This 
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consultation' had two direct results. In the first piece, by Tuesday 
\4th July, the Duty Solicitor was receiving "Dock” referrals in all 
the. riot, courts in cases where custodial sentences were being 
considered or an unequivocal' plea had been entered. Subsequently 
the usual facilities for interviews became available in the cells. 

<r6. Secondly, Jit produced advance notice from the police to this Society 
of the number of Defendants to appear in the riot courts, enabling 
this Society to provide sufficient Duty Solicitors as early in the 
day as possible. By Thursday 16th July, cell access was afforded 
to the Duty Solicitors to commence interviewing at 9 a,m. 

27. We publish this report to record the position on 13th July and 
subsequently as our members saw it and were tola about it bv the 
Defendants and in the hope that should there unhappily be any 
recurrence dt events of a similar nature, this reDort would be of 
some assistance. No attempt is made in this report to consider 
anything outside the riot courts, but in view of some of the sub¬ 
sequent publicity, th.e Society wishes to put on record tbs fact 
that a high standard Df co-ODeration normally exists between its 
members end the Clerk to the Nottingham City Justices. The Society 
axsc wishes to place upon record 'Heir thanks to the Duty Solicitors 
from Messrs freeth Cartwright L Sketchley who attended at the 
uu-ilrihaii on 13th July 19B1-, and whose considerable efforts on 
behalf of otherwise unrepresented Defsnoants are reflected in this 
report; - ' 


CASE STUDIES APPENDIX 5 


These 18 case studies have been compiled by NCCL members inter¬ 
viewing the defendants (or in some cases their parents) using a 
standard questionairre which we produced, (see appendix 6)- 

Tho cases are offered.in the appendix because they add weignt to 
the cases we already quote within the body of the report and 
because they highlight our contention that the experiences faced 
by defendants at the hands of the Police and the Courts were very 
similar. 

Our observations on the way in which defendants wexe dealt f/ith 
would be:- 

1) When arrested only three were Cautioned, 

2 ) Only one managed to get a solicitor before their first 
appearance in Court during the week of July 13th 17th 
and that was only because of great pressure-from friends 
outside. Only two were allowed a phone call to family 
or friends e 

3 ) All of them commented adversely upon the way in which 
they were treated and the conditions of the cells. 
Interestingly, despite all of them experiencing verbal 
abuse nine of them did not feel intimidated by this. 

The others however, commented strongly upon their sense 
of being harrassed by police officers and all agreed the 
cells were overcrowded, lacking in adequate bedding and 
sanitation and the food was appalling, 

l + ) There were six who complained of being assulted by the 
Police at the time of their arrest. Cases B,P,a,J,K,P, 
all experienced being maltreated by the police. 

5) Sixteen of the eighteen denied being 'Rioters' and the 
charges against them ware as follows:- 

(a) 12 charged with 'Threatening Behaviour, likely to 
cause a Breach of the Peace*, 

(b) 3 were charged with 'Theft rnd Threatening Behaviour, 
likely to cause a Breach of the Peace*, 

(c) 2 were charged with 'Carrying Offensive Weapon s, Threat, 
ening Behaviour, likely to cause a Breach of the Peaoe. 

(d) 1 was unclear of what he was charged with but assertain 
' -that-he pleaded guilty to 'Threatening- BehaviourK 
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Kie evidence in most cases was given by the Police alone, with 
no other witnesses being called to give evidence. 

5 or the cases were found not-guilty, cases B,D,G,I,L, Bespits 
this they all were held in custody for lengthy periods of time 
and when subsequently given Bail were subject to very strict 
curfews. 

mother 5 pleaded guilty originally but on legal advice subset 
quently pleaded not guilty. One of these cases was 'Dismissed' 
(Case D) as police had wrong identity information. One was 
found guilty of carrying a penknife but not of carrying a gun, 

( Case J) he was fined £21|.0 plus court costs of £60. The second 
person charged with 'Carrying an Offensive Weapon (Case L) was 
found not guilty because Police evidence was so contradictory. 

Case Q the verdict of guilty was upheld but his sentence Was 
reduced to the time he-had already served and thus discharged 
the same day. One found not guilty after originally being pressured 
by the bench to plead guilty, (case B}„ 


Case A a 

Male, aged 2 4, white - arrested July 11th in BeestDn* 

Circumstances of arrest: 

Talking to friends in Beeston Square when told by a plain clothed 
policeman to move on. He replied that he would go after ending 
.ais conversation. At this point a gang of 25/30 youths ran through 
the shopping preoint, the policeman returned and arrested him. He 
was taken to Beeston Police Station. 


Charge:• 

He was cautioned and changed 2lf. hours later with 'Threatening 
Behaviour and Abusive Language, likely to cause a Breach of the 
Peace', having been transferred to the Guildhall. • 

^ /... 




Contacts: 

Ko was not allowed to phone a solicitor but was allowed to phone 
his parents on the Sunday (July 12th) a 

Conditions under* which he was held: 

He complained of the conditions In cells In both Beeston and the 
Guildhall* inadequate supply of both beds and bedding. Food 
pathetic and cold. He complained that the police frequently 
swore at him. Sanitary arrangements appalling. 

Court Appearances: 

1 o Hq saw a duty solicitor 10 minutes prior to .nis nrst app.-' 
oarance in Court (July 13th) who advised him to plead 
not guilty. The Police had advised him to plead guilty. 

He was not given Bail and remanded to Lincoln Prison Tor 
9 days* 

2 0 On his second appearance on, the 26th July his case was 
adjourned and he was released on Bail on condition that 
he remained at home between 5-00pm and 8-00am weekdays 
and at weekends was not allowed out of the house unless 
accompanied by his parents* 

^ o Hi S', third appearance on- September 6th The Magistrate in 

charge, afi^ar being requested to continue into the afternoon 
session declined, to do so stating that: those- sorts of oases 
did not take long* Those eases that plead not guilty eventr- 
ually fold and. we find they are guilty anyway”. The Magistrate 
made this- comment without hearing, any evidence at- all. His 
solicitor asked that, the,:,bail conditions- be dropped which was 
agreed to; by the Magistrate* The. Case was again adjourned. 

[p/ At the. tjth appearance the Police agreed to drop the charges 

against him provided he agreed to. the civil offence of * failing 
to- move: on when requested, to- do so.’ by a police officer*. He 
was bound over to- keep the peace for a year on a £100 surety. 


Comments: 


a. He was fortunate enough to have independant witnesses of 
the arrest incident. 

bo He was allowed access to the Duty Solicitor. 

Co The. Bail conditions was absurd given the age of the 
defendant,, 

d & Tho Magistrates comment on his third appearance are quite 
unacceptable and prejudicial. 

e 0 lie accepted the f Civil* cnarge only because his job would 
have been in jeapordy if he had been found guilty of the 
‘ori ginal charge s. 


Case B„ 


Male, aged 20, white - arrested July 11th, Hyson Green area 0 
Circumstances of arrest: 

He was leaving a * Blues* Club in Hyson Green (having been to a 
Night Club with friends until 2-00su~) when he was chased by the 
police into a Cul-de-sac 0 He stopped and turned round and a 
policeman' hit him in the face with a dustbin lid knocking him 
unconsious- which caused cuts and swelling around his eyes which 
needed.hospital treatment. 

Charge: 

After hospital treatment he was taken to the Guildhall and later 
charged with * Threatening behaviour, likely to cause a breach of ’ 
the peace?. 

Contacts: 

He was not allowed to see a solicitor before his 1st appearance in 
Court and was not allowed to send a telegram to his girlfriend. 
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Conditions under which he was held: 

He complained of having no matress or blankets, the cell was 
freezing cold; there were three of them sharing x-Jith only two 
narrov* benches to sit and or sleep on* It was so cold that the 
three of them tried to keep warm by sharing a newspaper between 
them* 

Court appearances: 

1 q The Magistrate asked him how he pleaded* He replied he 
did not knoxv hox-i to plead as he had been unconscious at 
the time of arrest* The Magistrate pressed him further on 
the.matter of a plea and he ended by pleading guilty* He 
\<jas sentenoed to three months in Lincoln Prison*' 

The Duty Solicitor on the same day raised the matter with the Court 
and asked for the case to be returned to the court* 

2*' The following day (Julyl l+th) on the advise of the Duty 

Solicitor he changed his plea to not guilty* He was then 
remanded to Glen Parva Detention Centre until the 31 at July* 

3* When he appeared again on the 3^st July he was found 
NOT GT3ILTX* The Police evidence was challenged by the 
solicitor who was able to : 

Ijroduce photographic evidence from a Daily newspaper 
showing Mr.’ B*’ being led away by Police holding dust¬ 
bin lids and drawn truncheons despite their denial 
of having done so* 

challenged the police to produce the long-sleeved white 
jumper they claimed he was wearing, while in fact he 
was stood in court in the same blood-stained sweat shirt 
and dungarees that he had worn the night of his arrest. 

He was found not guilty and the Magistrates commented about 
their concern over the police evidence they had heard* 


Comments: 


1, Kir. B. spent three weeks In detention despite not being 
guilty of any offence, 

2, The Police evidence in this co.se was extremely suspect, 

3« The Magistrate in Mi* B*s first Court appearance acted in 
a manner which led Mr. B, to plead guilty despite his 
origninal attempt not to plead, 

4o Mr, B. was hurt badly enough by the police on his arrest 
to warrant hospital treatment, 

5* If the Duty Solicitor had not been alert Mr. B, would 
have served a three months sentence. 


Case C. 

Male, aged 13, black - arrested July 11th, Hyson Green area. 
Circumstances of arrest: 

He and two friends were arrested by police as they were leaving 
the- area in a taxi. The police arrested them on Suspicion of 
Looting* The taxi driver told the police the lads had nothing 
with them when they entered the taxi the police told him to r shut ■ 
up r or he would get the same as them. 

Charge: 

He was taken to the Guildhall arid some time later charged with 
Threatening Behaviour likely to cause a Breach'of the peace. 

Contacts: 

He was not allowed to contact either solicitor or friends. His 
sister, having heard of his arrest, tried t.o contact him but was 
denied access. 
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Conditions under which he was held: 

He didn't eat, the police said they didn f t do anything for 
Vegetarian diets. When he asked to see a solicitor he was told 
that no one would have a solicitor and that they were going to 
face "Kangaroo Courts" and that he should plead guilty if he 
wanted to get it over and done with quickly. 

There were no blankets or beds, there were four ox them sharing the 
cell with only one small bench between tnenu They were cold, hungry 
and uncomfortable and used newspapers to keep warm. He commented: 
M ..it got so bad that I thought to myself I don't care 
if I get locked up so long as I can get out of here quickly". 

Court appearances : 

1. His first appearance was on the 13th July, when confronted by 
the prosecution he said 'he hadn't done it*. The Magistrate then 
instructed him to plead not guilty. He was remanded in custody 
for eight day 3 . 


2 0 On his second appearance his solicitor asked for Bail 
which was granted with strict curfew conditions, his 
case was adjourned. 

3 r Again the case was adjourned until a later date, 

A. He was found guilty and fined £60 and ordered to pay legal costs, 

CoaEtc. 

A, He was not a rioter and was attempting to leave the area when arrested, 
b. His case took 6 months to be heard and a decision made, 

C. DISPITE THE FACT HIS FAMILY WERE PREPARED TO BRING FOOD INTO HIM 
THEY WERE DENIED THE OPPORTUNITY TO GET HIS VEGETARIAN FOOD TO HIM. 


Comments contd,, 


D, He WAS REFUSED ACCESS TO THE SOLICITOR Af^lD TOLD THEY WERE 'KANGAROO 

Courts! This was later denied by the police and the courts themselves. 

E. The conditions were so bad that he and others had to share a newspaper 

IN ORDER TO TRY AND GET SOME WARM, 


Case D» 

Male, aged 20, black - arrested Hyson Green area July 11th. 

Circumstances of arrest: 

See case C. 

Charges: 

See case C. 

Contacts: .. 

He was not allowed to see a solicitor or contact family or friends. 
Conditions under which he was held: 

He felt the cell was filthy, complained of being cold and was refused 
blankets, there were no beds. The food was terrible and toilet 
facilities disgusting. He felt he had generally been treated badly 
and that the police advised him to piead guilty. 

Court appearances: 

1. He appeared on July I3tn and pleaded guilty at first. He asked 
for legal advice in court but was refused it. The Magistrate 
adjourned his case instead and he was remanded for 3 weeks in 
custody. 
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2.• On his second appearance he changed his plea to not guilty 
after receiving solicitors advise. The case was again i 
adjourned for six weeks and he was given Bail, His curfew 
was lO-OOpm to 7-OOam,, 

3o On the 24 th September the case, was dismissed* -The' 'Police 

had wrongly identified him and the Magistrates commented that 
he should not have been arrested at all. 


a. Caees C, D and E were all arrested together on suspicion of 
looting and all eventually, charged-with Threatening Behaviour 
likely to cause a Breach of the Peace. However their exp- 
eriences az the hands of the courts x^ere very different:.. . • 

case c. Despite the fact that he pleaded not guilty on Magistrates 

ADVICE HE WAS/ 6 MONTHS LATER, POUND GUILTY AS CHARGED, FINED 
£60 AND ORDEREED TO PAY COSTS, 

Case D, after serving 3 weeks on remand and 6 weeks under 
curfew was found not guilty and his oase dismissed. 

- Case E, who pleaded guilty, on the advise of the police, 
had no access to legal advice was sentenced to 3 months 
imprisonment, which was later reduced to 4 jj? weeks on 
appeal (he had served weeks by the time his appeal 
was heardo) A ' 


Case E, 

Male, aged 21, black - arrested 11th July Hyson Green Area, 

Circumstances of arrost; 

See cases C & D P 

Changed: 

See C & D e 

Contacts: • ?.. 

He was not allowed to contact either- solicitor or family and friends. 



Conditions Tinder which he was held; 

He was not cautioned or informed of his- rights. He was verbally 

abused and complained about dirty, overcrowded cells, His request 

for blankets and bedding were refused. The food was inedible and 

he was advised by the police to plead guilty. 

Court appearances; 

1* Monday' 13 th July, he did not see a solicitor and pleaded 
guilty on the advise of the police. He was found guilty 
and sentenced to 3 months in prison. He saw a solicitor 
immediately after he had been sentenced who advised him 
to ask for legal representation as soon as he arrived at 
the prison. This he did, who advised him to appeal, 

2.0 He appeared in Crown Court weeks later where the Judge 

upheld the verdict of guilty but reduced the sentence to 
the weeks he had already served. 

Comments: 

a c Mr s E 0 • suffered more than lids two friends who pleaded not 
guilty and he was dealt with extremely hastily on his 
first appearance ( the three courts dealt with 5>0 cases 
on that first Monday), 

b. He like his friends, was picked up on suspicion of looting 
held in the Guildhall and some I 4 .O horn’s later was charged 
with Threatening Behaviour likely to cause a Breach of the 
. Peace, 


Case F, 

Male, aged 32, white - arrested 11th July, Hyson Green area. 
Circumstances of arrest: 

Mr* F 0 is a resident of the Flats Complex who came out to see what 
all the noise was about and as a member of the.Tenants Association 
he felt he should observe the events of the night. 



The Police charged a gang of youths who ran, he stood still not 
wanting to he mistaken for a rioter. However, the police seized 
him and set a police dog on him. He. was bitten on the arm, arrested 
and charged with Threatening Behaviour, 

Charge: 

He was taken to Hyson Green Police Station cautioned and then 
taken for hospital treatment to his arm, from where he was taken 
to the Guildhall and charged with Threatening Behaviour and abusive 
language, 

Contacts: 

He was not allowed to contact a solicitor despite repeated requests, 
when he claimed it was his right to see a solicitor he was told . 
that under circumstances like that night • (rioting) he had no rights 
what so ever. 

Conditions 'under which he was held: 

Like all the other defendants he complained about the overcrowding 
of cells, no blankets .or bedding, food etc. He also complained 
about the police abuse of defendants■- it was.his letter of com¬ 
plaint to the Police • Committee Chairperson which led to the sub¬ 
sequent Police Enquiry under Section 49 of the 19&4 Police Ac, 1 ^, 

Court appearances: 

1, On Monday July 13th he appeared and. refused to "plead,. . He 
asked to speak to a : solicitor before malting his plea, this 
was refused so he asked that the case be adjourned inorder 
for him to obtain legal advice, the Magistrate asked if,he 
had' 5 any good reason why this should be allowed. He refused 
to plead until he had spoken to . a solicitor, the Magistrate 
then allowed h±ih to do so and he pleaded not guilty. He was 
allowed out on Bail with an 8-00pm to 8-00am curfew, 

2. In September he was in cdurt again where the charges■had been 
increased from 1 Threatening Behaviour And Abusive Language * to 
Threatening Behaviour, abusive language, and throwing a bottle 
at a police dog and its handler. His case 1 was heard with police 
evidence only and he was found guilty ana sentenc-ed to- four, 
mouths in orison. He appealed. 


3, Two and a half weeks later his appeal was heard in the 

Crown' Court, The Police dropped the charges of throwing a 
bottle at a police dog and its handler and the Threatening 
Behaviour charge was also proved not guilty. He was however 
found- guilty of Abusive Language (swearing at the arresting 
officer)# The judge commented that .anyone under those 
circumstances would have sworn therefore he was guilty of 
that charge. His sentence was reduced to the 2& weeks he 
had already served and he was bound over to keep the peace 
for 1 year on a £100 sur.ety. 

Comments: ^ 

a. He was an observer to the events and although the police 
originally accused him of fighting with -them and throwing a 
bottle these allegations were subsequently withdrawn at the 
appeal hearing# 

b. He was the complainant about both police l?6haviour and the 
Court procedure and we feel strongly that this influenced 
the manner in which he was dealt with/ fe b Oriirna£ 0 cliarg© 
had been significantly increased by the time the -case.was 
heard, and subsequently reduced again by the appeal hearing, 

c» • The Police evidence was contradictory and yet the Magistrate 

appeared to ignore this and sentenced him to 4 months, (Comment 
made by people present in the court) 


Case Gy 

Male, aged 17, white - arrested July 11th, City Centre area. 
Circumstances of arrest: 

Mr* Gv was walking down Derby Road when a gang of youths knocked 
over a woman and tried to seize her handbag. He W9nt to assist 
her and she, in a distressed state asked him to leave her alone, 
this he did. He continued down the street and ij. policemen came 
round the corner and grabbed him. He attempted to explain what 
had happened and was told to shut up - »you»re nicked”. 
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He was handcuffed to the rear seat of a police van and pushed down 
into broken glass which was on the floor of the van. He was taken 
to the Guildhall and later charged. 

Charges: 

He was charged with causing criminal damage, burglary, theft and 
threatening behaviour etc. The police olaimed he had broken a 
window, stolen a bedpan and hit a vehicle with -it, - He : denied 
all charges. 

Contacts: 

He was not allowed to contact his parents or a solicitor. 

His parents, worried at his non return at 11-00pm rang the police 
station and reported him missing. After walking the streets looking 
for him they rang again at 6 - 30 am„ the police did not admit to 
having him in custody. Eventually, at !|.-30pm on,, the Sunday a friend 
met his parents and told them what had happened and that he had been 
arrested. 

They then went to the police station again and asked to see him 
their request was refused and they eventually saw him in Court 
on the Monday morning. 

Court appearances: 

1 0 He was allowed to speak to the Duty Solicitor for about a 

minute or two when he first appeared in the dock. The pros¬ 
ecuting policeman made his opening remarks about "anarchy in 
our streets” (see appendix i}. Law Society Report). The Magis¬ 
trate before hearing any evidence at all stated . 

»you are obviously one of the ring-leaders and you will be 
remanded in Glen Parva for 10 days. He pleaded not guilty.. 

2. On the 21 st July he appeared again and was released on Bail 
with strict curfew conditions. The case was adjourned. 

3 # » on October 16th he-was found not guilty. The two police 

officers gave conflicting-evidence of his identity and whilst 
remanded at Glen Parva he had overheard one boy boasting of 
having.Stolen a bedpan, and, so, was able to produce witnesses 
at court as his defence. r * f 

• • 1 


Comments: 

a„ He was another observer (come good Samaritan) who was swept 
up by the police* 

b<> His worried parents were misled by the police as to his 
whereabouts. 

c. The police evidence was contradictory and could not subst¬ 
antiate either Ms identity or the charges brought against 
him. 

do' The Magistrates remarks, coupled with the opening statements 
by the prosecuting policem, n, prejudiced Ms chances of 
getting a fair hearing on the Monday 13 th July. 


Case H. 


Male aged 19 - white. Arrested in the Clifton Area, 
Circumstances of arrest. 

He was.arrested during the disturbances in the Clifton Area of 
the City, He was caught picking up a packet of toffees from 
the pavement outside a shop whos window had been smashed during 
the disturbances* 

Charges; 

He was charged with theft and using abusive language. 

Contacts; 

H_e was not allowed to contact a solicitor but he was allowed to 
phone Ms paren ts* 

C our t Appearance s; 

1. He saw the duty solicitor in court and pleaded guilty. He 
was sentenced to If months detention, TMs was felt to be 
unfair by the defendant and Ms parents and council, they 
appealed, TMs they subsequently dropped in view of the 
fact there were other pending charges for a previous crime 
yet to be sorted out* 
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Carnes; 

The MAGISTRATES DID NOT KNOW THE PREVIOUS HISTORY OF THE DEFENDANT, DID 
NOT ASK FOR A SOCIAL REPORT, THEREFORE THIS DEFENDANT WAS FOUND GUILTY OF 
THEFT ( A SMALL BAG OF TOFFEES) AND SWEARING AT THE ARRESTING OFFICERS, 

IT WAS FELT BY HIS FAMILY AND SOLICITOR THAT THIS WAS EXTREMELY HARSH SENT¬ 
ENCING IN VIEW OF THE CRIME, HAD IT NOT BEEN FOR THE 'RIOTS' IT MAY HAVE 
BEEN A RATHER SHORTER SENTENCE. 


Case. 1. 

Male, aged 18 years, black - arrested Hyson Green area 11th July, 3-00am, 

ClRQ.IMSTANr.FS OF ARRFS T, 

He was arrested, taken to tie Guildhall and eventually charged at 10pm 
on Sunday with 'Threatening Behaviour, likely to cause a Breach of the 
Peace'. . 

C onditions under which he was held . 

There were no blankets, no beds and no lights in the cell. The requests 

FOR BEDDING AND THEIR COATS WERE REFUSED. THE FOOD WAS POOR AND THEY HAD 
A LONG WAIT TO GO TO THE TOILET. POLICE VERBALLY ABUSED HIM AND OTHERS 
IN THE CELL. 

Contacts: 

He WAS NOT CAUTIONED, NOR WAS HE ALLOWED ACCESS TO FAMILY FRIENDS AND 
LEGAL ADVICE, HOWEVER, HIS FATEHER FOUND OUT HE HAD BEEN ARRESTED AND 
ARRANGED FOR HIM TO SPEAK TO A SOLICITOR 10 MINUTES PRIOR TO HIS COURT 
HEARING ON THE MONDAY MORNING. He PLEATED NOT GUILTY ON HIS SOLICITORS 
ADVICE, HE HAD ORIGINALLY INTENDED TO PLEAD GUILTY AFTER KING ADVISED BY 
THE POLICE. 

1. HE WAS REMANDED TO GLEN PaRVA FOR 2 WEEKS. . 

2. He WAS GIVEN BAIL WITH A CURFEW FROM 6"{X)PM TO 6-OGAM. HlS FATHER 

FELT THAT BAIL HAD ONLY BEEN GRANTED BECAUSE HE HAD ASKED FOR TRIAL AT 
CROW COURT. •' 

3. In August he was found not guilty.' 

Catees: ; ; 

A. ■ He WAS ARRESTED: WHILST. LEAVING. THE FLATS; AFTER VISITING HIS BROTHER, 

AND CHARGED WITH SOMETHING HE CLAIMED ALL. ALONG NOT TO HAVE DONE, 

B. He FELT INTIMIDATED AND'WRONGLY ADVISED BY THE POLICE. 

c. When his case came to court the police evidence of identity was 








ID 


CONTRADICTORY AND HE WAS FOUND NOT GUILTY, 


Last_si_ 

f'k-E, AGED 35 YEARS, WHITE, ARRESTED HYSON GREEN JtLY IOtH, 

CIR CUMSTANCES OF ARRFST, 

He HAS TRYING TO MOVE HIS WIFE, CHILD AND SISTER OUT OF TF£ AREA AND HAD 
TELEPHONED FOR A TAXI, The POLICE ARRESTED HIM,AS HERIS1STED ARREST THE 
POLICE HIT HIM BOTH WITH TBEiR FISTS AND WITH TRUNCHEONS, 

Chaecssi 

He WAS CHARGED 3^ HOURS LATER WITH CARRYING OFFENSIVE WEAPONS - A SHEATH 
KNIFE AND A 'SHOW-PIECE' COLT 45. 

C ontacts . 

llE WAS NOT CATIONED, NOR WAS. HE ALLOWED TO CONTACT SOLICITOR A?© FAMILY. 
WAS HELD. 

Il€ FIRST CELL HE SHARED WITH FOUR OTHERS AND THE SECOND CELL WITH NINE 

others. There was only one shall bed in either of the cells, no bedding 

AND NO HEATING. FOOD WAS POCR, VISITS TO THE TOILET AND REQUESTS FOR 
DRINKS WERE VERY LIMITED, 


1. On July 13th he asked to be tried at Crown Court. He pleaded not 

. GUILTY AND HIS CASE WAS ADJOURNED, HE WAS GIVEN BAIL WITH CURFEW 
CONDITIONS OF 10-OOPM TO 7-OOaM, 

2. The Crown Court found him not guilty of carrying an offensive weapon 

. IN THE CASE of THE GUN BUT GUILTY of CARRYING A SHEATH KNIFE, He 
WAS FINED £240 PLUS ORDERED TO PAY £60 LEGAL COSTS. 
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CoaEtim; 

a, He was swept up by toe police in the area - despite trying to organise 

FOR HIS FAMILY TO LEAVE THE AREA FOR' SAFETY. 

B He was physically abused AND ASSULTED by THE Pa ice in the presence 
OF HIS WIFE, CHILD AND SISTER. 

c. His more favourable bail conditions were granted purely because his 
job was being threatened otherwise, 

d, He WAS a 'showman' and always wore tee two 'weapons' - he had not 
realised the implication of walking the so called 'riot-torn! area 

WITH THEM ON. 

Case K, 

Male aged 20 years, white - arrested in the Meadows-area Uth July. 


He was swinging on a tree in the shopping precinct. 

HAD HIS NOSE BROKEN IN THE PROCESS. 


He was arrested and 


He WAS CHARGED WITH CAUSING CRIMINAL DAMAGE AND USING THREATENING BEHAVIOUR 
- THE POLICE LATER STATED THEY WOLD DROP THE CHARGE OF THREATENING BEHAVIOUR 
IF HE PLEADED GUILTY TO THE CRIMINAL DAMAGE CHARGE. 

Contacts . 

He WAS NOT ALLOWED TO CONTACT HIS FAMILY, FRIENDS OR LEGAL ADVISER, BUT 
HIS MOTHER HAD 'HEARD OF HIS ARREST FROM A FRIEND AND ARRANGED FOR A SOLI¬ 
CITOR TO SPEAK WITH HIM AS HE WENT INTO COURT. 

CoNDi rONS UNDER WHICH HE HAS HEL D. _ 

HlS MOTHER BROUGHT CLOTHING AND CIGARETTES ON THE SUNDAY BUT WAS NOT 
ALLOWED TO DELIVER THEM. He COMPLAINED OF POOR CELL CONDITIONS AND POOR 
FOOD ETC. 
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Cm »rt Appearance s. 

1, On solicitors advice he pleaded not guilty and was bailed until September. 

2, In September he was found .guilty and fined £H0 with £35 legal costs. 

ftttEtOSi. 

He stated that he did not pursue a claim for compensation against the 

POLICE FOR HIS BROKEN NOSE AND DAMAGED BACK BECAUSE HIS SOLICITOR ADVISED 

HIM that he might be 'picked' on later. . 


LASE'k . 

Male, aged 18 years, white, - arrested in the Hyson Green area during 
the early hours of Sunday morning. 

Circumstances of arrest . 

He was arrested on Forest Road for carrying an offensive weapon. 

Charge s. . 

He was taken to the Guildhall and charged with Carrying an Offensive Weapon, 

Camzs. 

He was not allowed to contact a solicitor, family or friend. 

Conditions under which he WftS..H£Uk 

He did not wish to make any,comment. 

Court Appearances. 

1, He pleaded guilty'and his case was adjourned, he was remanded" to Glen 
Parva for eight days. While in Glen Parva he saw a solicitor wo 
advised him to change his plea to not guilty. 

2. He cfve beforethe Crown Courtand was found not guilty because of 
contradictory evidence by the police. 
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tiffins. 

a. Be claimed that a Police Woman had fabricated a statement from him 

IN WHICH HE,WAS PERPORTED TO HAVE SAID THAT-HE WAS GOING TO HYSON GREEN 

Flats to 'Fight the Blacks' He said that this was wrong and that 

HE HAS GOOD RELATIONSHIPS WITH BLACK PEOPLE AND IS NOT RACIST, 

B, He WAS YET ANOTHER DEFENDANT WHO PLEADED GUILTY ON THE ADVICE OF THE 

Police without having access to legal advice to his plea which was 

SUBSEQUENTLY CHANGED AFTER SEEING A SOLICITOR, 


CASLiH 

Male aged 17, white - arrested in the Meadows area Sat. ,11th July. 
Circumstances' of abres l. 

He was part of a gang of youths who had congregated inthe Meadows area. 


Chasses., 

He was not clear as to what he had been charged with at the time but our 
investigations led us to the conclusion that it was Threatening Behaviour 
likely to cause a Breach of the Peace. 


He was not allowed to phone a solicitor, family or friend before cgmming 
to court on the Monday morning, He had charges pending and his mother was 

INFORMED, BY THE DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES, AFTER HIS APPEARANCE ON 

the Monday morning. 

Conditions u nder which he WAS HELD. 

He had no COAWENTS to make, 

Court Appearance s. 

Un the 13th July he pleaded guilty, without legal advice, and was sentenced 

TO TWEE MONTHS AT A DETENTION CENTRE, 









CflMMENTS■ 

a. His parents were not inforped of the arrest, 

b. He felt that the sentencing and treatment had been fair, 


Case, N,. 

Kale, aged 18 years, buck - arrested at IO-OOam Sat, 11th July, 

CIRC UMSTANCES OF ARRFST . 

He WAS ARRESTED, AT HOME, WHEN THE POLICE ARRIVED AND STATED THAT SOMEONE HAD 
'GRASSED' AND SAID HE HAD BEEN IN TIC RIOTS THE NIGHT BEFORE. 

Charges. 1 ' 

He was charged with criminal damage (breaking a shop window), 

Cmiacts. 

He WAS not allowed to contact a solicitor, family or friends. 

Cfijffil.TICINS UNDER WHICH HE W^S Tf| p, 

He ASKED FOR A PHONE, BLANKETS AND 'PROPER' FOOD AND WAS REFUSED THEM SO 
HE SWORE AT A POLICEMAN WHO TOLD HIM THAT IF HE DIDN'T SHUT UP HE WOULD 
BE DONE FOR THREATENING BEHAVIOUR AS WELL, 

Court appearances, 

!>• He APPEARED ON MONDAY 13lH JULY .AND SAW THE DUTY SOLICITOR 5 MINUTES 

BEFORE GOING INTO COURT, He PLEADED NOT GUILTY, BUT WAS FOUND GUILTY ANI 
S SENTENCED TO THREE MONTHS DETENTION CENTRE. 

Comments. 

A. He WAS THE ONLY PERSON WE SURVEYED WHO WAS ARRESTED AND CHARGED AFTER 
EVENT, 

B, He claimed that he had mot broken THE WINDOW, 
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Male, aged 19 years, white'- arrested Saturday 11th July. 

Circumstances of arre st. 

He was arrested CAUSING’wilful damage and charg with threatening bemvicur 

AND ABUSIVE LANGUAGE, AND LOOTING, 

Charges . 

He was charged as soon as he got to the police station with Threatening 
Behaviour likely to cause a Breachof the peace, abusive language and looting. 


Contacts ■ 

He was not allowed to see a solicitor, friend a? family. ,• 

Conditions under which he. was helh,. 

complained that there were five people in the cell with no blankets or 
beds. Foe® and winks were poor and irregular. 

Court Appearances, 

1. He did not see a solicitor before going into court and pleaded guilty 
TO THE CHARGES, although -BEFORE HE WENT INTO COURT HE HAD SAID HE WAS 
GOING TO PLEAD NOT GUILTY TO THE ABUSIVE LANGUAGE, THE POLICE ADVISED 
HIM TO PLEAD GUILTY ON ALL CHARGES IF HE WANTED TO GET IT OVER AND DONE 
. WITH CICKLY. HE WAS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED TO THREE MONTHS. 

COtEfllS. 

He FELT he HAD BEEN TREATED UNFAIRLY - "iF IT HADN'T BEEN THE WEEKEND 
OF TIC RIOTS I'D HAVE PROBABLY GOT OFF WITH A FINE" HE SAID. He ALSO 
FELT THE POLICE ADVISED HIM WRONGLY. 


Case P , 

Male, aged 31, White - arrested on 11th July on Radford Road. 
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IjEOmiANCES OP ARREST. 

He was walking home when an unmarked car pulled to a halt and grabbed a 

man IN A SHOP DOORWAY/ HE CALLED TO HIS MATE TO TAKE THE NUMBER OF THE CAR 
WHEREUPON Hfc WAS SEIZED BY THE MEN AND TAKEN TO THE POLICE STATION AND SUB¬ 
SEQUENTLY CHARGED, 


ChARfiES. 

He WAS CHARGED WITH THREATENING BEHAVIOUR AND ABUSIVE LANGUAGE,, AND OBSTRUCTION, 
Contacts , 

After pressure from friends he was allowed to speak to asolicitor on the 
Sunday evening prior to going to court. On the Monday .morning he was not 

ALLOWED TO SPEAK TO HIS SOLICITOR UNTIL FRIENDS AGAIN PUT PRESSURE ON. 
CONDITIONS ttNDER WHICH HE WAS..BELD. 

He wasn't INFORMED OF HIS RIGHTS/ HE FELT INTIMIDATED AND ABUSED AS WELL 
AS PHYSICALLY ASSULTED ON HIS ARREST 

Court. App ear a eke.*- 

1, He PLEADED NOT GUILTY AND THE CASE WAS ADJOURNED/ he WAS RELEASED 
ON BAIL, 

2, In November the case was adjourned again, 

3, The case was heard again and adjourned for sentence, 

4, He was FOUND GUILTY AND FINED £300 PLUS LEGAL COST. 

Comments., . 

A. He TOO WAS PRESSURED BY THE POLICE TO PLEAD GUILTY EVEN THOUGH HE FELT 
HE WAS NOT, 

B, Had IT NOT BEEN FOR THE PRESSURE EXERTED BY FRIENDS HE WOULD NOT HAVE 
HAD LEGAL REPRESENTATION AT THE COURT ON THE fcNDAY MORNING. 

C» He INCURRED CONSIDERABLE COSTS IN HIS EFFORTS TO DEFEND HIMSELF., 
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&SE..L- 

MaLE AGED 16 YEARS, WHITE, ARRESTED lOTH JULY APPROX lHOPM, 

Circumstances of arrest . 

He was picked up in the Hyson Green area late Friday evening, 

Charges.,., 

He was charged with Threatening Behaviour likely to cause a breach of the 
Peace and abusive language* 

Contacts. 

He was not allowed to phone a solicitor, family and friends. His parents 

EVENTUALLY REPORTED HIM MISSING ON THE SATURDAY MORNING. THE POLICE DID 
NOT INFORM THEM OF HIS WHERE ABOUTS UNTIL HE APPEARED IN COURT ON.THE .. . 
toNDAY MORNING. 

C.0UDITifltlS.-UiIDER WHICH Hfc'M&S-tBJD. 

He FELT HE WAS NOT TREATED WITH RESPECT, HE WAS AFRAID OF THE POLICE BECAUSE 
THEY WERE ANGRY. He CLAIMED THEY ASKED IF HE HAD- 'FORM' /TO WHEN HE REPLIED 
THAT IE WAS DUE TO APPEAR IN COURT FOR OTHER OFFENSES THEY LAUGHED AND ' 
REMARKED "DON'T EXPECT TO SEE YOUR FOLKS AGAIN FOR SOME TIME", 


1. He HAD NO LEGAL ADVICE BUT PLEADED GUILTY ON THE 13lH JULY. ThE 

Duty Solicitor asked for the case to be adjourned for. Social Reports, 
He was allowed out on bail with a curfew 6-00pmto 6-00am. 

2. All charges pending were raised together and the case was again 

ADJOURNED, ' " ‘ ■ 

3. He WAS SENTENCED TO THREE MONTHS DETENTION CENTRE, 

Comment . 

The Police failed to inform his parents of his whereabouts despite 
his parents enquiries. 







Ease i 

On Saturday 12th July at approx. 8- 30 pm 6 or 7 plainclothes policemen 

BROKE INTO A FLAT IN HYSON GREEN COMPLEX. 

The couple inside were relaxing when they heard the glass panel in their 

FRONT DOOR SHATTER FOLLOWED BY HEAVY BANGING ON TIC DOOR, THE MAN SHOUTED 
'WHO IS IT' SEVER.'! TIMES BUT THERE WAS NO REPLY, He WAS AFRAID IT WAS 

tic National Front, 

"Ih E POLICE BROKE INTO THE FLAT AND THE OCCUPANT RECOGNISED ONE AS A LOCAL 

C.I.D, Officer. Two officers.pinned him to the settee, although he had 

' OFFERED NO VIOLENCE OR. RISISTANCE, AND THE OTHERS SEARCHED THE HOUSE. 

1>:CN ASKED WHAT THEY'WERE DOINCOME PGLI CHAN STATED THEY HAD A WARRENT BUT’ 
REFUSED TO LET THE OCCUPANT INSPECT IT, 

The police then accused tha man of maxing petrol eombs although they did 

NOT FIND ANYTHING INCRIMINATING IN THE SEARCH, ' 

The couple were told they were being arrested and the man was taken by van 

■TO THE POLICE STATION IN HYSON GREEN WHILE THE WOMAN WAS TAKEN ON FOOT BY 
TOO OF THE POLICE OFFICERS. 

Interviewed at toe police station the man was told to give names op people 

INVOLVED IN TOE RIOTS AND THAT THOSE ARRESTED HAD ALREADY GIVEN HIS NAME 
TO THEM. He WAS UNABLE TO GIVE ANY INFORMATION TO THEM, NEITHER WERE . 
CHARGED AND AFTER THREE HOURS WERE RELEASED, On RETURNING HOME THEY FOUND 
THEIR DOOR OPEN AND TOE FLAT' IN A STATE OF CHAOS, WITH BROKEN GLASS AND 
CLOTHING STREWN AROUND THE FLOOR, A 26' COLOUR TELEVISION DAMAGED BEYOND 
REPAIR, THEIR THREE-PIECE SUIT SLASHED AND A MUSIC CENTRE WRECKED. THESE 
DAMAGES OCCURRED DESPITE AN EARLIER POLICE ASSURANCE THAT SOMEONE WOULDKEEP 
A CLOSE EYE ON THE HOUSEHOLD AND ITS CONTENTS, 

CaacEiff. 

A, The police did not have a WARRANT AND USED THE PETROL BOMB SEARCH AS 
AN EXCUSE SINCE LOOKING FOR EXPLOSIVES DID NOT REQUIRE ONE, 

B. THE SUBSEQUENT FAILURE TO FIND ANY EVIDENCE AND THE FAILURE TO CHARGE 
TOE COUPLE US SUSPICIOUS OF THE POLICE INTENTIONS IN THIS INSTANCE. 

c. The damage to we couples property can be attributed to police failure 

TO LOOK AFTER AND LOCK UP THE OCCUPANTS HOUSEHOLD AND CONTENTS DURING 
AND AFTER TOE SEARCH. 





25 


C a se J . 

A WOMAN WAS DISTURBED AT APPROX. 1-OQam ON SUNDAY 12TH JULY, WHEN A NLMBER 
OF POLICE OFFICERS BROKE IN THROUGH THE DOOR WITHOUT KNOCKING. THEY DID 
NOT PRODUCE A WARRANT OR SHOW ANY IDENTIFICATION. NEITHER DID THEY TAKE 
ANYTHING FROM THE FLAT OR DETAIN ANYONE FOR QUESTIONING, THEY CLAIMED THAT 

the 'Council' had given them permission to enter the premises. The wcman 

COfRLAINED LATER TO THE HYSON GREEN POLICE STATION ABOUT THIS AND WAS TOLD 
THE POLICE HAD AN AGREEMENT WITH. THE ClTY COUNCIL TO DO SO. 


Comment . 

a. Again no evidence was found, and in this case no one even questioned 

THE MOTIVE FOR ENTERING ARE A COMPLETE MISTERY. 

B. Our investigations as to the validity of the POLICE claim THAT THEY 

RECIEVED PERMISSiON TO ENTRE PEOPLES FLATS HAS PROVED BLANK. 


Case 0 . 

A MAN IN A NEARBY FLAT REPORTED THAT AT ABOUT TIE SAME TIME THE PaICE BROKE 
INTO HIS FLAT AND FORCED THEIR WAY IN. THEY DID NOT ARREST ANY ONE OR 
QUESTION THEM, THEY COULD NOT PRODUCE A WARRANT OR IDENTIFICATION AND AGAIN 
CLAIMED THE COUNCIL HAD GIVEN THEM PERMISSION. 

Comme nt. 

a. Again, the paicE produced no identification or warrant, no one was 

DETAINED, QUESTIONED OR CHARGED, no EVIDENCE WAS FOUND IN THE FLAT 
TO IMPLICATE THEM IN THE RIOTS AT ALL, 


Case V . 

Police broke into and forced their way into,the flat of a woman with her 

TWO CHILDREN. THEY CLAIMED TO BE LOCKING FOR. A MAN. WHO THEY SUSPECTED HAD 
TAKEN REFUGE IN HER FLAT. ONE PaiCMAN STOOD IN HER BEDROOM WHILE THE OTHERS 
SEARCHED THE FLAT, HER CHILDREN MERE AWAKENED AND FRIGHTENED ANOTHER PaICEMAN 
KEPT THEM IN THEIR BEDROOM AND WOULDN'T ALLOW THE WOMAN ACCESS TO ITEM, 

They were all. very frightened.' The paicE turned the flat ' inside out' she 

STATED AND YET THEY FOUND NOTHING NOR THESUPPOSED MAN WHO HAD CCME TO HIDE 
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IN THE FLAT. The POLICE LEFT STATING THEY MAY BE BACK IF NECCESSARY. 

.Comment.,, 

The woman was very DISTRESSED by the incident and so indeed were her children. 
■She denied having a man in her flat from the onset yet they continued to 
search making a mess that took considerable time to clear up afterwards. 
Neither her nor her children slept that night and spent the following few 
days with relatives in order to recover. Again this search appears to have 
BEEN COMPLETELY UNECCESSARY. 


Cases, of Barrassment by thr Pm tpf. 

Case W . 

Male, aged 30 years white. He was taking photographs of the area and the 

DISTURBANCES ON THE SATURDAY 12TH JULY APPROX. >2aM. He TS A FREELANCE 
N.U.J. (National Union of Journal i sts) photographer, 

A NUMBER OF POLICE APPROACHED HIM, ONE TOOK HIS CAMERA AND BROKE THE LENS 
OFF THE CAMERA. He WAS UNABLE TO IDENTIFY WHICH OFFICER DID THIS. He HAD 

shown the police his N.U.J, Card and yet they still refused to allow him 

TO TAKE PHOTOGRAPHS. He WAS NOT GIVEN COMPENSATION FOR THE DAMAGE TO HIS 
CAMERA. 

CfltEfff. 

A, Dispite showing his N.U.J, Card he was not allowed to take photographs. 
When he continued to do so the police took his camera way and deliberately 

BROKE THE LENS OFF OF IT, He RECIEVED NO COMPENSATION FROM THE POLICE 
FOR HIS CAMERA AND DISTROYED FILM BECAUSE HE COULD NOT IDENTIFY THE 
OFFICER IN QUESTION. 


CaseX . 

1WO WHITE MALES WERE GIVING OUT LEAFLETS TO ANYONE WHO CARED TO TAKE THEM 

on Sunday July 12th in tic Hyso Green area. After distributing the leaflets 
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THEY WERE WALKING HOME WHEN THEY WERE APPROACHED BY THE OCCUPANTS OF A 

Ford Escort Salloon car. The driver asked for a leafle as one of the 

PASSENGERS GOT OUT, THE COUPLE BECAME AFRAID OF THE FIVE MEN IN THE 
CAR AND BEGAN TO 'RUN FOR IT'. 

One OF THE COUPLE FELL TO THE GROUND AND THE FIVE MEN CAUGHT THEM. THEY 
WERE HOLDING TRUNCHEONS AND NOW IDENTIFIED THEMSELVES AS POLICE OFFICERS. 
The COUPLE WERE subjected to verbal abuse, AND TOLD they had NO BUSINESS 

IN THE AREA. ' . .. • V- "• 

They were not arrested nor chargesd but were taken to the police station 

AND QUESTIONED ABOUT THE LEAFLETS. OfC, OF THEM WAS KICKED REPEATEDLY ON 
THE SHINS AND POKED IN'THE'FACE WITH A PEN. TWO AND A HALF HOURS LATER 
THEY WERE TAKEN HOME. 


C omment. .'•<•>* 

A,' The POLICE WERE clearly concerned about the possibility of 'political' 

INVOLVEfCNT IN THE RIOT AREA AND TRIED SUCCESSFULLY TO FRIGHTEN THE' 

MEN INVOLVED IN DISTRIBUTING. LEAFLETS.AND TAKING PHOTOGRAPHS. 




APPEND!X 6 

NOTTINGHAM NCCL INQUIRY 
1* How old are you?. 

2. What sex are you? 

3. When were you arrested? 

4. Were you cautioned? 

5. Were you released before coming to court? 

6. If you were released before coming to court how long were you detained? 

7. Whilst in custody were you allowed to telephone 

- a solicitor? 

- friends cjf family? 

8. Were you charged? If so' how long after arrest? • 

9. How were you treated whilst in police custody? Were you 

- informed of your rights? 

--treated ,with-respect? 

m ■ . •. t y* J - f! • 

- intimidated? 

- abused? 

. • * * • ■ 

- assaulted? 

Please add anything you wish here: 


10. Did you see a solicitor at any time before coming before the court? At what 
point? 

11. If you are under 18, were your parents informed of your arrest? 

Your whereabouts? 

12. What did you plead? Guilty or not guilty. 

13. If ’Guilty' was this because (please tick more than one if appropriate) 

You were guilty? 

To get it dealt with quickly? 

Because the police told you to? i 
On legal advice? 

Some other reason? (If so what?) 

Don't know? 

14. Did you have legal advice as to your plea? 

15. If you pleaded guilty 

Were you dealt with on your first appearance before the court? 
What day was this? 

What was your sentence? 1 


Do you consider this fair? 
If not, why not? 


Did you appeal? is the result known? 

16. If you pleaded ‘Not Guilty' and your case has been heard 

In what court was this? 

What was the verdict? 

What was the sentence? 

Were you represented? 

Did you receive legal aid? 

If you pleaded 'Not Guilty' and your case has not been heard 

When is your trial? 

Which court? 

Have you (a) applied for (b) received legal aid? 

Do you have a solicitor acting? 

17. »« you feel yeu have been/are being dealt with fairly?,-If net why not? 


18. Is there any other matter you would wish to raise in connection with your case 
or the way it has been handled? . 


